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Joseph  L Alioto 


Office  of  the  Mayor 


SAN  FRANCISCO 


June  14,  1972 


Jlij ; ■; 


The  Honorable  Robert  A.  Podesta 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Commerce 
for  Economic  Development 
Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 


In  January  of  this  year  your  office,  through  Joseph  G.  Hamrick, 


Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Planning,  notified  me  that  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco  qualified  statistically  for  designation  under 
Title  I of  the  Public  Works  and  Economic  Development  Act  of  1965.  We  res- 
ponded that  this  City  is  interested  in  such  a designation,  and  undertook 
the  series  of  steps  summarized  in  the  Guide  for  Area  Overall  Economic 
Development  Programs,  with  guidance  from  Mr.  Hugh  Taylor  of  your  staff. 

The  resulting  OEDP  Plan  is  attached. 


The  Overall  Economic  Development  Program  has  been  drawn  up  and 


approved  by  the  citizen  OEDP  committee,  which  in  the  case  of  this  City  is 
the  San  Francisco  Manpower  Planning  Council,  a broadly  based  group  concerned 
with  the  entire  range  of  employment  problems;  a list  of  members  of  the  Council 
is  attached.  The  Council  was  authorized  to  act  in  matters  of  economic 
development  by  action  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County 
of  San  Francisco  in  Resolution  178-72,  a copy  of  which  is  Appendix  1 to  the 
attached  OEDP  document.  Approval  of  the  Citizen  committee  for  the  OEDP  was 
voted  on  May  22,  1972,  and  that  approval  is  reflected  in  the  minutes  of  the 
Manpower  Planning  Council,  a copy  of  which  is  attached.  The  Board  of 
Supervisors  on  June  12,  1972,  authorized  me  to  request  Title  1 designation 
with  the  OEDP  as  our  application  and  its  action  is  reflected  in  Resolution 
320-72,  contained  in  Appendix  2 to  the  Plan. 


The  serious  needs  of  this  City  for  economic  expansion  have  been 


reflected  in  two  sets  of  1970  Census  studies,  but  even  more  strongly  in 
the  continuing  urgency  of  the  social  problems  of  our  citizens.  San  Francisco 
is  suffering  many  of  the  problems  of  the  inner  city,  but  we  have  citizens 
who  can,  and  will,  work  to  move  ahead.  We  hope  you  can  give  early  approval 
to  the  Overall  Economic  Development  Program  as  a framework  within  which  a 
stronger  local  economy,  with  more  employment  for  our  citizens,  can  be  built. 


erely 


\ 

1 

■ - ^;'4 


MfJv  /•  ‘ ' 

, :<i\  -{io-tif:' i ' r-.v. . .. 

.• 


'qqv 
i • '.v; 


3 1223  03273  0062 


6-8-72 


Manpower  Planning  Council  Members 


Members 


Alternate 


Ex  Officio 


Mayor  Joseph  L.  Alioto 

City  Hall,  Room  200,  9l-tl02 
Telephone: 

Sunervisor  Ronald  Pelosi 
City  Hall,  Room  235,  9^102 
Telephone:  558-3l8ii 

Supervisor  John  Molinari 
City  Hall,  Room  235,  9U102 
Telephone:  558-216U 

Dr.  Louis  Batmale,  President 
Community  College  District 
33  Goxigh  Street 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  9U103 
Telephone:  86U-3200 

William  Becker,  Director 
Human  Rights  Commission 
1095  Market  Street 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  9U103 
Telephone : 558-it901 

Ronald  Born,  General  Manager 
Department  of  Social  Services 
585  Bush  Street 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  9lil08 
Telephone : 558-5913 


John  Berry,  Executive  Director 
Economic  Opportunity  Council 
730  Polk  Street 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  9U109 
Telephone:  771-7100 

Frank  Briscoe,  Area  Administrator  HRD 
7I1.5  Franklin  Street,  Room  302 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  9U102 
Telephone:  557-3133 


Miss  Carol  A.  Webster,  Admin.  Asst. 


Dr.  Steven  Morena,  Asst.  Supt., 
Instruction 


A.  Robert  Anania,  Director 
Educational  Training  & Rehabilitation 
Service 

965  Mission  Street 

San  Francisco,  Calif.  9U103 

Telephone : 558-5301 

Joseph  Bailey 

730  Polk  Street 

San  Francisco,  Calif.  9lil09 


Phylis  Gillett 

7U5  Franklin  Street,  Room  302 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  9U102 
Telephone:  557-3133 
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Hodel  Cities  Representatives  Marvin  Robinson,  Chairman 

Bayview  Hunters  Point  Model  Neighborhood 
Bayview  - no  noffanation  rec£±mi-  Agency,  1^73  Van  Dyke  St.,  S.F.  9U12U 

l-iission  - Larry  Del  Carlo,  Chairman  of  the  Board 
llission  Model  Neighborhood  Corporation 
31ti^'  g3rd  Stroot  \//^ll€u  .54, 

San  Francisco,  Calif.  9hl31  (J 

Telephone:  282-ij.lOO 

Community  Representative 

Mrs.  Callie  Kelm 
65  Western  Shore  Lane,  Apt.  1 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  914.115 
Telephone:  931-7360 

Mission  - no  nomination  received 

Norman  Lew 
838  Grant  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  9I4IO8 

The  Rev,  Charles  Yue 
2376  Fulton  Street 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  9I4II8 
Telephone:  982-6737  (Tues.  & Thurs. 

Martin  A,  Gotera 
62  Parnassus 

San  Francisco,  Calif.  9hll7 
Telephone : 556-U083 

Robert  Llorente,  Director 
Filipino-American  English  Language  C 
336  Fourth  Street 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  9hl07 
Telephone : 398-50I4O 

San  Francisco  Consortium 

Curtis  C.  AUer 
67h  Santa  Rosa 
Berkeley,  Calif.  91x707 
Telephone:  525-331x3 

Vocational  Training  Institution 

Eugene  Wood  Smith  to  be  furnished  later 

3000  Folsom  Street 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  91x110 
Telephone : 61t7-llx73 


Germaine  V7ong 

250  Columbus  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  Calif.  91x133 

Mrs.  Harriet  Haber 
965  Clay  Street 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  9lxl08 
) 387-2232  (other  days) 

lym  Galon 
39  Rockford 

Daly  City,  Calif.  9lx0l5 
Telephone:  556-81i9ii 

Sid  Gloria 

tenter  336  Fourth  Street 

San  Francisco,  Calif.  91x107 
Telephone : 398-501x0 
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Veterans  Adininistration 


Ben  Drake 
h9  - lith  Street 
San  Francisco,  Calif. 
Telephone:  5^6-3026 

Labor  Menbers 


Fred  F.  Bradley 
h9  - lith  Street 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  9U103 
Telephone : $96-302^ 


John  F.  Crowlej’- 

Secretary- Treasurer  San  Francisco  Labor  Council 
3068  - 16th  Street 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  9U103 
Telephone:  863-7011 

LeRoy  ICLng 

Regional  Director  HiJU 
150  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  9i4l02 
Telephone:  775-0533 

I'Is.  Dorothy  L.  Brady 
IUj-O  Ellis  Street 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  9U102 
Telephone:  673-6713  or  387-0853 

Employer  I-Iembers 


Hark  Buell 

liOO  Montgomery  Street 

San  Francisco,  Calif.  9lilOl4. 

Telephone:  392-l;5ll 

George  V.  Rodriguez 
3365  - 20th  Street 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  9UIIO 
Telephone:  6h7-0580  or  761-36^7 

Third  representative  not  yet  selected 


Lex  Byers 

UOO  Montgomery  Street 
San  Francisco,  Calif. 
Telephone:  392-U511 

Alfonso  Rodriguez 
5 Nantucket  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  Calif. 
Telephone:  58U-U911  < 
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OVERALL  ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT  PROGRAM 
SAN  FRANCISCO,  CALIFORNIA 


Submitted  to  the  United  States  Department  of  Commerce 
Under  the  Public  Works  and  Economic  Development  Act 
of  1965 


June  12,  1972 


SAN  FRANCISCO  REDEVELOPMENT  AREAS 

X outlined  area  is  area  included  in  Jinployment  profiles  of  Selected  Low-I:.:_c?ie 


ias  San  Francisco^ 

California,  published  January  1972  by  Bureau  of  tbe  G^sus 

CCTC  : 

Chinese  Cultural  & Trade  Center 

WA-1 

• Western  Addition,  Area  A-t 

GG  : 

' Golden  Gateway 

WA-2 

: Western  Addition,  Area  A-2 

YBC  = 

i Yerba  Buena  Center 

RP  : Regal  Pale 

IBIP  ‘ India  Basin  Industrial  Park 

% DH 

• Diamond  Heights 

HP  '•  Hunters  Point 

SAN  FRANCISCO  REDEVELOPMENT  AGENCY  ^ 

19TI 
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CHAPTER  I.  ORGANIZATION 

The  OEDP  Committee  for  San  Francisco  is  the  Manpower  Planning  Council 
appointed  by  the  Mayor  under  authorization  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (Sec 
Resolution  //I  78-72,  Appendix  l).  The  Board's  Resolution  specifically  autho- 
rizes the  Hanpovrer  Planning  Council  to  "seek  Federal-State  and  private  funds 
for  manpower  employability  and  Economic  Development  Program  having  maiipower 
potentials".  Another  Resolution  (320-72,  Appendi::  2)  authorized  the  Mayor 
to  explore  EDA  designation. 

Minority  group  members  of  the  Council  include: 

Those  who  are  ex-officio  members; 

Those  citizens  nominated  by  the  tvro  Model  Nei^borhood  A^^encies 
to  represent  the  MIGA's; 

Members  of  the  public  representative  of  the  racial  groups  most 
numerous  among  candidates  for  manpower  services;  these  in- 
dividuals have  been  proposed  to  the  Mayor  for  appointment 
after  consultation  with  representative  members  of  the  various 
communities. 

More  than  25/o  of  the  membership  is  pei-sons  from  the  minority 
communities . 

A list  of  names,  affiliation  and  addresses  of  the  officers  and  members 
of  the  Council  is  in  the  foreword  of  this  proposal. 

It  is  expected  that  the  Manpovrer  Planning  Council  will  work  thro\;igh 
task  forces  and  other  sub- committees  as  appropriate.  To  date  none  have  been 
appointed. 
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^ The  senior  staff  member  of  the  Office  of  the  Mayor  with  respect  to  develop- 

ing the  OEDP  is  John  Tolan,  Jr.,  Deputy  for  Development.  Assisting  are  staff 
members  of  the  Manpower  Planning  and  Research  Unit,  who  serve  the  Manpower 
Planning  Council,  and  a research  member  of  the  Mayor's  staff. 

Development  of  the  OEDP  has  been  carried  on  through  the  Manpower  Planning 
Council  itself  and  staff  as  indicated  above,  and  in  consultation  with  staff  of 
the  Redevelopment  Agency  and  with  representatives  of  the  Model  Neighborhood 
Agencies.  The  City's  Inter-Agency  Committee  on  Urban  Renewal,  and  staff  of  the 
local  Economic  Opportunity  Council,  have  also  been  consulted. 

The  Manpower  Planning  Council  through  its  organization  and  any  sub-groups 
later  appointed,  will  have  responsibility  for  continued  follow-through,  reporting, 
up-dating  or  supplementing  the  OEDP,  and  for  the  evaluation  program. 

^ Prior  to  consideration  of  the  OEDP  by  the  citizen  group,  staff  furnished 

the  Plan  to  appropriate  agencies  (see  page  50).  The  Plan  draft  was  modified 
slightly  by  the  Manpower  Planning  Council  at  its  meeting  on  May  22,  and  those 
changes  have  been  reflected  in  the  Plan  as  submitted.  The  Manpower  Planning 
Council  approval  is  reflected  in  its  minutes  of  the  meeting  of  May  22,  1972. 

The  Board  of  Supervisors,  by  Resolution  320-72,  authorized  the  submission 
of  the  OEDP.  Specific  requests  for  public  works  grants  will  be  submitted  sub- 
sequently for  approval  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  prior  to  their  sutanission 
to  the  Department  of  Conmerce. 


( 


( 


Draft  Copy  ii-25-72 


Page  3 


CHAPTER  II:  THE  AREAS  AND  ECONOMY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
A.  General  Description  of  the  Area 

1 . History.  San  Francisco  has  a unique  combined  City  and  County  government 
serving  a resident  population  of  over  715^000  and  an  area  of  U6.6  square 
miles.  The  first  military  settlement  was  the  establishment  of  the 
Presidio  by  the  Spanish  in  1776.  The  first  Missions  followed  quickly, 
but  civilian  settlement,  at  Yerba  Buena,  was  not  begun  until  I83U. 

Growth  was  gradual  until  the  gold  rush  of  1 8U6 . By  1 86O , the  popula- 
tion was  56,820.  San  Francisco  became  the  leading  financial,  wholesale, 
shipping,  foreign  trade,  and  manufacturing  center  of  the  Pacific  Coast 
by  the  turn  of  the  century.  But  in  I9O6  the  central  business  district 
and  most  of  the  city  were  destroyed  by  earthquake  and  fire.  The  city 
was  rebuilt  rapidly  and,  by  I9IO,  it  had  a population  of  h00,000.  Em- 
ployment and  population  increased  during  both  during  World  ^xar  I and 
World  War  II.  During  the  latter,  the  area  became  a shipbuilding  cen- 
ter and  the  principal  port  of  embarkation  for  men  and  materials  movinj, 
into  the  Pacific  theater  of  operations. 

2.  Physical  Features.  San  Francisco  occupies  the  northern  tip  of  the  San 
Mateo  Peninsula,  a narrow,  hilly  strip  of  land  which  extends  southward 
from  the  Golden  Gate  between  the  Pacific  Ocean  and  San  Francisco  Bay. 
Near  the  center  of  the  city  is  a crescent-shaped  range  of  hills,  with 
Twin  Peaks,  Mt.  Davidson,  and  Mt.  Sutro  all  over  900  feet. 
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3.  Climate.  Water,  surrounding  the  peninsula  on  three  sides,  has  a mode- 
rating effect  on  the  normal  seasonal  temperatures.  The  January  average 
is  51 Summers  are  cool  and  the  September  average  is  62°F.  Fogs 
are  characteristic  of  this  climate.  Rainfall,  from  November  to  March, 
averages  20.8  inches  yearly;  deviation  from  the  average  is  rare.  San 
Francisco  calls  itself  the  "air-conditioned  city." 

U.  Population  Pattern.  Almost  complete  urbanization  of  its  limited  area 
has  given  San  Francisco  County  the  state's  highest  population  density. 
It  ranks  sixth  in  total  population.  However,  since  1950  the  steady 
movement  of  people  to  suburbs  beyond  the  city  limits  has  resulted  in  a 
decline  of  population.  In  effect  much  of  the  work  force  of  the  city 
resides  outside  its  legal  boundaries  (170,000  people  commute  to  work 
in  the  city  each  day);  thus  there  is  no  way  to  include  these  areas  in 
discussions  of  the  city.  In  1950,  there  were  775,357  people;  by  1970, 
only  715,67U. 

5.  Transportation  System.  (See  map.  Appendix  3)  San  Francisco  is  well 
served  by  all  forms  of  transportation:  rail,  air,  water,  and  highways. 
The  City  is  linked  to  other  metropolitan  areas  of  California  by  three 
interstate  highways.  San  Francisco  Bay  is  the  finest  natural  harbor 
on  the  West  Coast;  the  city  is  served  primarily  by  the  Southern 
Pacific  Railroad  and  has  connecting  service  to  the  Western  Pacific, 
Santa  Fe,  and  Union  Pacific.  The  International  Aii'port  is  the  fifth 
busiest  in  the  nation  and  the  sixth  busiest  in  the  world. 
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Within  the  city,  public  transportation  is  provided  by  the  iiunicipal  Rail- 
way, a city-operated  surface  system  subsidized  from  city  funds,  /fliile  in  many 
ways  it  provides  cood  service  by  bus,  trolley  bus,  and  street  car,  there  are 
some  areas  of  poor  service.  Vandalism  adds  substantially  to  the  costs  of 
operations. 

Completion  of  BART,  an  interurban  system  which  will  be  underground 
throughout  most  of  San  Francisco,  is  expected  in  a fev;  years.  It  v;ill  bring 
undergrounding  of  street  car  and  trolley  bus  service  in  the  downtown  areas, 
fast  service  within  BART  corridor  areas  of  San  Francisco,  and  greatly  speeded 
riovj  of  passengers  between  East  Bay  communities  and  the  City. 


B.  Population  and  Labor  Force 

1.  Population.  The  1970  population  of  this  area  v;as  715^67^.  During  the 
19U0's  San  Francisco  increased  by  over  Ili.0,000  people.  This  peak  of 
779^357  is  very  near  the  limit  that  can  be  contained  on  the  peninsula 
(except  through  vertical  growth)  because  of  natural  barriers:  water 
on  three  sides  and  San  Mateo  County  to  the  South.  During  the  past  20 
years,  the  total  population  has  declined  by  60,000,  as  population 
figures  for  the  past  30  years  show; 


19ii0 

63ti,536 

1950 

775,357 

I960 

71*0,316 

1970 

715,671* 

-i  . 


w%^  i 


T:  ' j ‘ ' JsL  . •' , 


i'’i 


, ©’tjrjf  ‘"jt  -'i  - 


.'■'i  .'V, 

* .,  f j,!^''t’  U’O  '«r- 

'(  , ,^‘'  1^  ^4iW,ii!SiitSsmrffej')»^?il  Jlj.T!a^»?^St*'  :*sf. 


;; , j?!.  ' fiii'i  , .v‘*V 


V:,; 


!»i,  ■-;?*'•■  ,-  V.;> : v ' i-  '-  ■ ■ 4^'  '^.  t ' --  ■ ■■  7 

I- :;.  .,  ' . •.  .,  ■ ! .’  ■’ ' ...  ■ . • ; I >■* ^. ■> 'I , - I 

V,^  <HfT  , 

, ■’■i’  :-»'U«-'".‘»»!i  {u.f^r-l 


: CS  .)f<wi<j‘’i^  ^ai-wH  .ilflwS  *ilf '.*^  Vi.i.‘.-S  o»Si»mA\I^P 


h i'  ' ■ ■ ' ■ „ . .'■■■<  i '. 


■ S» 

r'lti^  Md- 


Draft  ii-25-72 


Pa;je  6 


Of  the  recent  decline  in  overall  population,  most  of  the  net  loss  is  at- 
tributed to  migration  of  whites  to  the  subui’bs.  Extensive  redevelopment 
programs  have  also  stimulated  limited  migration  of  non-v/hites . llinority 
groups  showed  significant  net  population  increases:  blacks  from  U.3,$02  In 
1950  to  7I4.J383  in  i960  and  96,078  in  1970 — an  increase  of  over  100',j  in  20 
years.  Asian  groups  jumped  over  100/i — from  38,292  (1950)  to  58,236  (I96O) 
to  95,095  (1970).  (See  Appendix  h) 

The  population  of  715,614.7  is  almost  equally  divided  betvxeen  male  and 
female,  but  the  age  level  is  fairly  high.  Only  one  half  of  the  popula- 
tion is  below  3U.I  years.  (See  Appendices  5 and  6) 

Although  figures  for  San  Francisco's  total  immigration  are  not  avail- 
able, the  following  infoimation  from  the  Department  of  Commerce  survey 
of  low  income  areas  illustrates  the  magnitude  of  recent  immigration: 

Of  192,311  people  in  this  study  area,  only  67  lived  in 
the  city  five  years  ago.  Of  the  other,  33%  (61i,l86): 


U3,7l4.7  lived  in  the  U.S.  five  years  ago;  6,072  in  the  South. 

17,512  lived  outside  the  U.  S,  five  years  ago 

76  in  Puerto  Rico 

1,176  in  Mexico  or  Cuba 

16,260  in  other  foreign  countries. 

Only  16/0  of  the  192,311  were  born  in  San  Francisco.  Nearly 
32%  vjere  born  outside  the  United  States: 


Puerto  Rico 
Mexico 

Other  foreign  countries 


5,U99 

53,788 


553 


Total 


60,8U0 
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The  "other  foreign  country"  group  includes  substantial  numbers  from  China, 
Taiwan,  the  Philippines  and  Central  American  countries. 

2.  The  Labor  i'orce.  Current  data  for  the  labor  force  of  San  Francisco  are  in- 
complete. Estimates  of  the  1970  pai'ticipation  rate  showed  the  city  to  be  ^n- 

7.5^  belov;  the  state  and  the  nation.  According  to  Department  of  Labor 
and  Department  of  Human  Resources  Development 
y^tatistics,  the  labor  force  and  participation  rate  are  as  follows: 


Labor  Force 

Participation  Rate 

San  Francisco 

377,200 

52.53>o 

SIISA 

1,ii71,000 

63.5;^ 

California 

8,203,000 

SO.ifi 

United  States 

82,715,000 

oO.itj 

The  most  recent,  although  incomplete,  data  on  the  labor  force  are  in  a 
study  based  on  an  unrepresentative  37/o  of  the  City's  population:  "iinploy- 
ment  Profile  of  Selected  Lov7-Income  Areas",  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce 
Publication  PHC  (3) -23.  (See  Appendix  7) 

The  i960  Census  contains  the  most  complete  present  data  on  the  sex 
and  occupation  of  the  San  Francisco  Labor  Force.  (See  Appendix  8) 

3.  Unemployment.  Even  less  complete  are  figures  about  unemployment  in  San 
Francisco.  For  years,  the  unemployment  rate  has  been  significally  higher 
than  the  national  average.  In  December  1971  the  national  average  v;as  6.1, 
the  five  county  Bay  Area,  5.U^  and  San  Francisco  6.U/3.  (This  computa- 
tion followed  the  methodology  used  for  the  Energency  Employment  Act  com- 
putations, and  there  is  substantial  evidence  that  it  is  understating  the 
facts.)  In  1950  the  Bay  Area  rate  was  7.9^^  compared  to  a national  average 
of  In  i960  the  Bay  Area  rate  was  5*1^  compared  to  a national 

average  of  3 .6^. 
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Since  1968,  the  official  figures  for  San  Francisco  have  been  bec-ween  1.8 
and  1 .9^  higher  than  the  national  average. 

ANNUAL  UNEMPLOH'IMT  RATE 


San  Francisco  USA 

1968  3.6;o 

1969  9.2j^  3.5p 

1970  (^,Jjo  4.9^ 

1971 


(Department  of  Human  Resoui'ces  Development,  February  23,  1972) 

Moreover,  subsequent,  partial,  infomation  based  on  the  fourth  count 
figures  of  the  1970  Census  and  certain  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  data  indicates 
that  these  estimates  are  at  least  ^%  too  low,  thus  making  San  Francisco's  actual 
unemployment  rate  even  higher. 

In  July  1971,  comparisons  to  six  surrounding  counties  showed  San  Fran- 
cisco's official  unemployment  rate  to  be  at  least  1.2^  above  rates  for  these 
counties. 


Rate  of  Unemployment 

Spanish 


County 

Total 

Surname 

Negx^o 

Women 

Alameda 

6.7 

9,h 

10.7 

8.0 

Contra  Costa 

7.6 

8.6 

6.5 

Marin 

k.6 

6.U 

7.U 

5.5 

San  Francisco 

7.9 

11  .1 

12.6 

9.5 

San  Mateo 

U.7 

6.6 

7.5 

5.6 

Santa  Clara 

6.3 

8.8 

10.1 

7.6 

(Department  of  Human  Resources  Development,  December  1971) 
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Unemployment  in  some  census  tracts  is  much  higher.  1970  census  records 
show  unenployment  rates  as  high  as  2U.9^  for  all  population  groups,  and  U2.9^ 
for  blacks,  in  some  census  tracts. 

Profiles  of  Selected  Low  Income  Areas,"  (surveyed  in  October  and  November  1970 
and  based  on  a 1^  sample),  substantiates  this  infoimation: 


Unemployment  Rates  by  Age 

2 and  Family 

Total  16  years  and  over 

1 6 to  21  years 

23.0 

20  years  and  over 

11  .8 

20  to  2k  years 

17.6 

25  to  iili  years 

11  .7 

to  55  years 

9.6 

55  years  and  over 

9.5 

Family  head 

9.3 

V/ife  of  head 

10.3 

Other  relative  of  head  19.5 

Unrelated  individual 

1U.0 

The  Manpower  Report  of  the  President  to  the  Congress,  dated  March  1972, 
shows  unenployment  rate  figures  for  the  "Central  City"  of  the  5-county  Bay  Area, 
for  the  period  1968-1971  . TI^  Central  City  in  our  case  includes  San  Francisco 
(all)  and  Oakland.  As  San  Francisco  is  much  the  larger  of  the  two  cities,  the 
figures  can  be  considered  reasonably  representative  of  San  Fi'ancisco. 
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Unemployment  Rates  Annual  Average 


Total  Central  City 

1968 

1969 

1970 

1971 

(San  Francisco  and  Oakland) 

6.2 

U.8 

7.3 

10.9 

VJhite  Population 

6.0 

h.8 

7.2 

9.3 

Negro  and  other  races 

6.6 

U.7 

7.3 

13.8 

'vJhile  these  figures  are  confused  by  the  inclusion  of  most  high  unemployment 
Latinos  with  "xdiites",  and  high- employment  Japanese-Americans  in  "Negro  and 
other  races",  the  deterioration  from  the  1969  rates  in  a two-year  span  is 
cause  for  very  substantial  concern  in  both  of  tne  inner  cities. 

Appendirc  9 is  a report  on  Unemployment  in  San  Francisco. 

U.  Labor  Needs  and  Supply.  Bidefly,  San  Francisco's  problem  is  not  only 

having  an  inadequate  number  of  jobs  available,  but  those  that  ai’e  avail- 
able are  of  the  wrong  Icind  for  unemployed  residents.  Most  of  the  emigra- 
tion has  been  of  vdiites  who  are  white  collar  woi-kers.  Yet  jobs  for  these 
people  have  increased.  From  1966  to  1970  the  number  of  people  erployed 
in  finance-insurance-real  estate,  services,  and  government  increased  by 
33,000.  Increasingly,  immigration  is  of  unskilled  and  semi-skilled 

workers  for  whom  there  are  fewer  jobs.  The  number  of  people  employed 
in  construction,  manufacturing,  and  transportation-connunications- 
utilities  declined  3,200,  (Figures  from  HEiD) . 


As  a major  urban  area,  San  Francisco  has  many  vocational  and  training 
programs  in  operation.  In  addition  to  the  public  school  system,  there 
are  many  private  schools  specializing  in  trades,  secretarial  skills, 
i-emedial  language  programs,  etc.  The  Federal  Govei-nment  sponsors  or 
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i assists  at  least  thirty  programs  and  the  State  four,  ranging  frcn  Job 

Corps  to  Work  Incentive  Programs.  The  San  Francisco  CAI^PS  Plan  sum- 
marizes those  programs.  Primarily  these  vocational  programs  prepare 
VTorkers  for  jobs  in  demand  or  in  which  there  is  active  turnover,  and 
there  is  little  or  no  job  creation  involved. 

5.  Family  Inccane . During  the  1960's  the  per  capita  income  for  San  Fran- 
cisco grew  305^  to  S5iOOO,  which  is  10^  over  the  state  ave.-age.  (Se- 
curity Pacific  National  Bank  "San  Francisco  Bay  Area  Report",  page  9.) 
Hov;ever,  despite  this  apparent  gain,  the  percentage  of  families  with 
less  than  $3,000  and  $ii,000  annual  income  remains  very  high:  and 

21^  in  i960.  No  complete  data  are  available  for  1970*’except  the  Low 
Income  Areas  studies  by  the  Department  of  Commerce.  In  these  areas 
alone,  which  comprise  37^  of  the  population,  there  were  in  1970  19^^ 

^ and  26^  of  the  population  with  incone  below  $3,000  and  $U,000,  re- 

spectively. So,  despite  an  increase  in  per  capita  income,  the  acraax 
income  of  residents,  at  least  in  poverty  areas,  is  not  increasing. 

The  situation  appears  even  more  serious  when  cost  of  living  increases 
are  considered  (Appendix  10).  The  purchasing  power  of  the  dollar  has 
dropped  2856  since  196O  and  the  consumer  price  index  has  increased  26.9^. 

According  to  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics,  the  "Lower  Standard  of 

Living"  cost  for  a family  of  four  in  the  San  Francisco-Gakland  ai'ea 

in  1970  was  $7,688;  thus,  this  area  has  the  third  highest  cost  of 

living  in  the  United  States,  ranking  only  behind  Anchorage  and  Honolulu 

(Appendix  11 ).  By  the  fall  of  197'i  the  "annual  budget"  figure  at  the 

lovxer  level  of  living  had  risen  almost  more,  to  $7,971  per  year. 

I * Partial  1970  census  data  just  received  show  a median  family  income  in  San 

Francisco  of  $10,^02  in  1969  dollars.  However,  it  also  shows  9.9^  of  all 
; families  with  1969  income  below  the  poverty  level,  and  15,258  families  with 

I Public  Assistance  income. 
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Complete  i960  Census  data  on  family  income  and  compai-isons  to  other 
counties  are  in  Appendices  12  and  13« 

Another  reflection  of  the  poor  distribution  of  income  among  resi- 
dents is  the  number  of  people  receiving  public  assistance.  In  1970, 
according  to  the  San  Francisco  Examiner,  ^2yo  of  the  City's  p>opulation 
(Sii.lh?)  was  I'eceiving  public  assistance,  a 1 80a>  increase  frum  the 
i960  total  of  29,881 . 

Of  these,  26,527  are  persons  whose  assistance  results  from  old  age 
or  a physical  condition  (disability,  blind  aid). 

But  in  1970  there  were  also  ii.6,973  AFDC  recipients,  up  from  10,873 
in  i960.  These  are  families  with  young,  dependent  children.  Each 
case  requires  at  least  one  individual  parent  who  is  of  prime  work  force 
age.  VJhile  many  could  not  possibly  accept  vjork  foi'  many  reasons,  many 
others  are  limited  only  by  the  lack  of  child  care,  lack  of  skills  in 
demand  in  this  community,  or  a combination  of  the  two. 

6.  Education.  The  Bay  Ai^ea  has  a large  number  of  high  school  graduates; 
in  i960  the  median  number  of  school  years  completed  by  persons  25  or 
over  in  San  Fi-ancisco  was  12^;  27.0^  of  the  total  population  had 

finished  high  school;  another  11,^  had  finished  college;  and  12.9)b 
more  attended  one  to  three  years  of  college.  These  encouraging  figures, 
however,  are  not  consistent  among  minority  groups.  In  I960,  the  median 
school  years  completed  among  the  Blacks  and  the  Spanish  surname,  popula- 
tions was  10.3  and  10.0  (Appendix  1U).  Even  more  discoui'aging  and  com- 
pletely unmeasured  are  the  recent  immigrants  among  such  communities  as 
the  Chinese  and  Central  Americans  who  neither  speak  English  nor  succeed 
in  the  public  school.  No  data  are  available  for  them. 
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Because  of  the  large  immigrant  population  of  this  community,  with  a 
very  substantial  proportion  speaking  little  ox-  no  English,  educational 
levels  in  terms  of  years  of  schooling  completed  can  be  very  misleading. 
The  schools  have  responded  to  the  need  by  using  a very  lai'ge  proportion 
of  San  Francisco's  adult  education  money  for  English  as  a second  lan- 
guage and  citizenship  training.  Unfortunately,  State  aid  for  educa- 
tion does  not  cover  the  full  cost  of  these  programs. 

Similarly,  MDTA  Institutional  training  has  emphasized  English  lan- 
guage training  and  used  a substantial  portion  of  HDTA  resources. 

Nevertheless,  waiting  lists  for  English  classes  are  long.  Many 
residents  with  good  professional  and  vocational  education  and  ex- 
perience work  far  below  their  skill  levels,  or  fail  to  find  employment. 

C.  Area  Resources 

1 . Other  City  Property.  San  Francisco  property  in  other  counties  is  part 
of  the  City  and  County's  resources.  In  San  Mateo  County  there  are  the 
watershed,  water  storage,  airport  and  detention  facilities.  In  Tuolomne 
County  are  watershed  and  water  storage  and  power  facilities,  and  prop- 
erty in  Alameda  County  is  part  of  the  water  system.  Through  these 
facilities  San  Francisco  provides  water  for  many  communities  on  the 
peninsula  to  the  South;  supplemental  uses  include  recreation  facilities. 
Relations  with  other  counties  with  respect  to  these  San  Francisco  prop- 
erties are  generally  amiable,  but  problems  of  tax  valuations  and  ser- 
vices do  exist. 


2 and  3.  (Not  applicable) 
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U,  Attractions.  For  many  years  tourism  has  been  one  of  San  Francisco's 
major  industries.  In  the  decade  from  1S^60-1969  the  number  of  tourist 
and  convention  visitors  almost  doubled.  In  1969  a total  of  2.5  million 
people  visited  the  city  and  spent  an  estimated  si209  million,  nearly 
triple  the  I96O  amount.  The  distribution  of  tourist  expenditures  is 
shown  in  Appendix  I5  • 

An  active  Visitors  and  Convention  Bureau  provides  potential  visi- 
tors vri-th  infonnation  about  the  many  attractions  of  the  city.  San 
Francisco  is  v;ell  kno\m  for  its  historical  landmar’ks,  scenic  beauties 
and  cultural  attractions. 

5.  Manuf actuxung . KanufactUxrLng  x'anks  sixth  out  of  six  major  industry 

groups  providing  jobs  in  the  city.  During  recent  years,  shortage  of 
land  for  expansion,  high  operating  costs  and  a fast  growing  suburban 
market  have  led  many  manufacturers  away  from  San  Francisco.  Despite 
this  overall  industrial  decline,  several  types  of  industries  remain 
in  the  city  and  appear  likely  to  continue  to  do  so.  These  ai’e  pri- 
marily food  and  bevex^age  processors,  appax''el  makers,  printing  and 
publishing  films. 

In  the  last  I8  months  the  Navy  reduced  by  980  the  number  of  em- 
ployees at  the  San  Fi’ancisco  Naval  Shipyard.  This  reduction,  al- 
though a result  of  the  reduced  wai’  effort  rather  than  the  econcnic 
factors  listed  above,  is  a vivid  example  of  the  type  of  industrial 
decline  that  has  been  occurring. 

Appendix  I6  is  a summary  of  the  estimated  civilian  employment  in 
manufacturing  and  other  types  of  employment. 
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6.  Trade . i'Jholesale  and  retail  trades  have  also  been  declining  since 
1959  from  a high  employment  level  of  101,200  to  91,900  in  1971 . This 
decline  in  number  of  people  employed  by  both  manufacturing  and  trade 
parallels  the  decline  in  overall  population  during  the  same  years. 

Part  of  the  decline  is  a res^ilt  of  the  closing  of  a number  of  major 
retail  establishments  in  the  downtown  area,  l/hile  downtoi-m  is  generally 
fairly  healthy,  it  is  dependent  upon  middle  income  families  for  the  bulk 
of  its  business,  and  it  is  this  group's  movement  to  the  subux'bs  v/nich 
has  aggravated  the  problem.  Despite  this  10/j  decline  in  v;holesale  and 
retail  trade  employment,  these  industries  still  provide  18$j  of  avail- 
able jobs  (see  Appendix  16). 

7.  Financial  Resources.  Of  the  state's  four  najo.'  banks  three  have  their 
home  offices  in  San  Francisco;  the  Bank  of  America,  Wells  Fargo,  and 
Crocker.  Their  total  assets  are  in  excess  of  $35  billion.  The  conb'- 
nation  of  finance,  insurance,  and  real  estate  provides  62,700  jobs  or 
12^  of  the  total,  and  through  1970  v/as  oui’  fastest-growing  industry. 
Appendix  17  lists  the  leading  companies  in  the  San  Francisco. 

8.  Transportation  Facilities.  As  previously  noted  (Section  II,  A,  5)  San 
Francisco  is  adequately  served  by  all  foims  of  surface  and  air  trans- 
portation. The  city's  major  transportatioi.  problem  is  commuter  traffic 
both  into  and  within  the  city.  The  Bay  Area  Rapid  Transit  System,  now 
nearing  completion,  is  expected  to  alleviate  this  problem  markedly.  It 
is  anticipated,  however,  that  BART  will  aggravate  the  in-flow  of  com- 
muters from  the  suburbs,  to  the  disadvantage  of  less-vxell-prepax'ed 
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local  residents.  Another  partial  answer  to  coimuter  traffic  is  the 
re-installation  of  ferry  boat  services  to  the  North  Bay  ai-ea.  The 
City  Planning  Department  has  published  a study  "Improvement  Plan  for 
Transportation"  (August  1971)  vdiich  looks  to  the  future  and  suggests 
alternative  proposals  to  transportation  problems  within  the  city. 

The  Port  of  San  Francisco  has  a unique  relationship  to  the  city  due 
to  its  history.  For  mo.'e  than  100  years  the  State  operated  the  Port 
through  a Port  Conmission.  In  1969  by  vote  of  the  citizens  and  action 
of  the  State  Legislature,  San  Francisco  assumed  responsibility  for  the 
Port  (•^Jhich  is  located  entirely  within  the  City) . It  is  now  operated 
by  the  San  Francisco  Po:-t  Commission  which  has  autonomous  control  of 
Port  properties.  The  Port  had  fallen  behind  in  competition  with  other 
Pacific  Coast  Ports  at  the  time  it  returned  to  the  city.  In  the  pro- 
cess of  catching  up,  the  Port  has  been  able  to  j^et  citizen  approval 
of  bond  issues  for  modernization. 

9.  Community  Facilities.  Unlike  many  major  urban  a.’eas,  San  Francisco's 
Central  City  is  not  deteriorating  as  many  are.  Cemmunity  services 
are  sufficient  for  present  population.  Utilities,  medical,  cultural, 
and  recreational  services  are  excellent. 

Public  Schools  pose  a potential  problem  in  that  of  the  existing  135 
Public  Schools,  some  58  are  unsafe  under  the  California  Field  Act, 
i.e.  Eai-thquake  Code,  provisions.  Extensive  rebuilding  as  well  as 
new  construction  will  be  required  to  meet  1975  Field  Act  requirements. 
Education  quality  is  lower  than  surrounding  school  districts;  for 
example,  in  reading  scores,  San  Francisco  school  students  were  tested 
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the  lowest  in  the  San  Francisco-Oa]cl,:.nd  S'lSA.  Conversely  the  oppor- 
tunities for  higher  education  are  very  good  v;ith  eight  accredited 
colleges  and  scores  of  professional  schools.  Solving  the  p.-oblens  of 
the  Public  Schools  in  tenns  of  new  facilities  and  quality  education 
along  ^d-th  sewage  or  garbage  disposal  are  major  challenges,  and  these 
problaas  will  need  to  be  solved  immediately  to  insure  the  high  quality 
of  life  and  opportunity  that  the  people  of  San  Francisco  expect. 

10.  Housing . The  limited  supply  of  land  has  contributed  to  the  expensive 
cost  of  housing  within  the  city — both  rental  and  purchase.  The  im- 
provement of  the  inadequate  housing  in  many  areas  of  the  city  is  being 
undertaken  by  several  agencies  attempting  to  upgrade  present  housing 
and  to  plan  for  future  needs,  especially  for  low  income  families.  The 
^ Redevelopnent  Agency  has  completed  197U  units  duid-ng  the  past  three 

years  and  currently  is  building  10h8  units.  The  Master  Plan  developed 
by  the  City  Planning  Department  in  19U5  is  continually  being  revised 
and  updated  to  meet  tne  current  changing  conditions  and  to  provide 
citizens  in  tne  neighborhoods  affected  a public  forum  for  discussion 
of  proposed  changes. 

Appendix  18  summarizes  the  housing  conditions  in  I960. 

11  . Local  Services  and  Agencies,  San  Francisco  is  a combined  City  and 

County  Government.  The  Mayor  is  the  Chief  Executive  and  appoints  the 
Chief  Administrative  Officer  and  the  members  of  27  Boards  and  Comissions. 
The  Chief  Administrative  Officer  has  56  Departments  under  his  jurisdiction. 


: , - ' . : . % ■ ; - / ' " 

Ti:  '~  " - ' ST 

.«''G>qqp  v.5.iv?/;bv''t611  . ■V:r.r£V  fon  ''J.r/--  -'-'il.;  ni^  X««Wo£  ^ 

/.■.vUbS'  /l^iw  fcioo';  ' ■-■'  ’•i&r’r.J'i"  ‘ '.''i 

'It'O' fe Si*  tc-' '-‘r'  . r •>fl''  , ''  r ?.  '.  . .-  '.Jfcrs  ' 

.nc  ■■:}'. '■j,:to 't  ri 

. . - O'joqj  b.'.-r.  I>:-i^-3qg^s©^frrC':  'lo  . i-  - 

^^4iXf>Up<  d,.'.''  i/X:’  ^-Jjsnx  a?  ^ fov-vl-- j -MS  oi  T ..  . - ■•/  ', 

• v-'-qxu  v--;>r;.i;o  (*/rX  “Ip  fVLq..&q  arii  JuJJ  v_^.•  ■': 

&Vxs:;;’qx.s  a.t  ' b:;  vX-'ocS:  b?..- .brXX  o/Sx'  , .si/,. 

-RLC  l^:4buj  ' bi?  :■-;  ' ■ ' 

■'-  / 

■ ri  to  ■aj5P':.s  'r'lfei?!  -tl;  ?;^nx?.ifc;ri  .s;i  - or:J  lo  c-i-q 

3-i  ■.,r;.'0’:t'-'.6.'-‘v.b«  ••{cf 

!tXX' ,;-'f5iiXX'XS'):' ">v‘'i  v ■>■:;"■  ^ 'rn;t;-. : '.o?  -n  ^.•’8 

T'^;  ?3feq  6(rkr  lyi^ofb  aXxai-  bVb'  b- ■ =;j.rqifo:/  j.r.rr .-norjq- C' ' jb'XI 
' >,  : : r'l  '>'  '-fi  . 8J  ■ '■  >■  ■ ■:'  ’•:./  I’*'-''  ^ ■■*!-*:■  . 

rx/.‘;-'-q'.  ;.;n:ec  . y:'! -■  • ;!  ’’J'.  ; - ■.'tj-s/'-  ■ ’"•C  _ .■iD.i.X";  v ; . b iX-'  vi 

'•':b:v:.v'q  w bns  ancx.ibl’^;.-;/  ••:i:'  'v  •;!  •-■ 

. b'O  "iO'^L  /RW'iol  d;  XdXK  I ft  3jl^ooriqoif<i;i .'.;  • ''.:q  ib  '.r- 

' L ;-.  ."  ■•  iq  lo 

' ’ I i<v 

,Od'?r  -;  ■ / suif  Jj  ^ 

br'Ly  <£ixxc  bo/iXdffio^  ..,  ::,i  ‘ it>!b  ,ao|ytg.^^<t  .illX:  '' 

t:  '■  5 v''iqqf:  b'  i 0-.P  ’.  o'tftM  ftjl’l;  ',  ■ s-  r 

.sar.-ib  iifr'.'"/  It'it.'  [ ry;;>Ax‘4i-V<w<X 


:i- 


Draft  Copy  U- 25-7 2 


Pa^e  18 


There  are  more  than  22,000  employees  who  carry  out  the  responsibilities 
of  a county  under  California  law  and  provide  the  complete  range  of 
municipal  services  required  in  an  urban  center.  The  legislative  body 
is  the  Board  of  Supervisors  ^diose  11  members  elected  at  large  serve 
both  as  a county  board  and  a city  council. 

As  noted  above,  a Master  Plan  for  the  City  exists,  and  it  is  being 
revised  and  updated,  with  zoning  changes  to  match.  These  are  not  majoi- 
problem  areas  except  when  deviations  are  requested. 

School  Systems.  For  many  years  the  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District 
managed  all  public  education  needs  of  the  City,  from  kindergarten  and 
children's  centers  through  the  ccmmunity  college  (City  College)  and 
adult  and  vocational  education.  A unique  relationship  to  the  City 
evolved,  with  non-academic  personnel  hired  thi^ough  the  City's  Civil 
Service  System  (and  included  in  the  22,000  City  employees),  and  with 
purchasing,  accounting,  and  similar  functions  handled  through  City 
government.  The  budget  was  the  responsibility  of  the  School  Board 
whose  members  were  appointed  by  the  Mayor  and  confirmed  by  the  electors, 
but  resulting  taxes  were  added  to  the  regular  City  tax  rate  and  collected 
as  part  of  a single  amount  by  the  City. 

Responding  to  changed  State  Legislation,  the  San  Francisco  Community 
College  District  has  recently  been  split  off  from  the  Unified  School 
District,  though  the  single  School  Board  continues,  for  the  present, 
to  serve  both  districts.  Further  administrative  separation  is  being 
worked  out  gradually.  The  College  District  services  the  Skill  Center, 
Adult  Education,  and  San  Francisco  City  College. 
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In  1971  elections  the  voters  determined  that  both  School  Boards 
should  be  elected  rather  than  appointed;  consequently,  the  present 
Board  is  a lame-duck  group,  awaiting  election  in  June  1972  of  re- 
placements. 

Regional  and  Other  Planning.  San  Francisco  is  a member  of  the  Asso- 
ciation of  Bay  Area  Governments  (ABAG) , an  eight  county  planning 
group  which  is  also  the  Metropolitan  Clearinghouse  for  this  area  under 
procedures  of  the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget  (Circular  A-95)  • A3AG 
is  doing  regional  planning  in  areas  such  as  Port  and  Airport  se^'vices. 

San  Francisco  is  also  responsible  to  a large  number  of  other  special 
purpose  districts  involved  in  anti-pollution,  smog-contx''ol,  clean  water, 
sewage  treatment  and  other  problems  affecting  broader  areas  than  the 
^ City  alone . 

The  Greater  San  Francisco  Chamber  of  Commerce  performs  an  industrial 

development  role  as  one  of  its  functions.  San  Francisco  is  served  also 
the 

by/Bay  Area  Council,  ihich  gathers  and  shares  much  data  for  all  Bay 
Area  Counties.  The  State  Chamber  of  Commerce  is  headquartered  here, 
with  its  primary  focus  on  statevxide  problems . 

The  San  Francisco  Planning  and  Urban  Renewal  Association  (SPUR)  is 
a non-profit  group  of  citizens  which  stands  in  a unique  relationship 
to  the  City.  The  professional  planning  staff  of  SPUR  and  its  citizen 
members  se?rve  as  citizen  watchdogs  in  matters  of  zoning,  beautification 
of  the  City  and  "intelligently  coordinated  pxXjgrams  of  consei’vation 
and  rebuilding"  to  presei've  and  enhance  San  Francisco's  environment. 

12.  Major  Industry  Groups . San  Francisco’s  eraployment  by  major  industry 
^ groups  has  shown  dramatic  changes.  With  approximately  512,800  employed 

as  of  July  1971,  the  major  groups  were  as  follov;s: 
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Services 

97,300 

i8.9>- 

Goverament  (Federal,  state  and  local) 

92,UOO 

18.1:, 

Trade  (wholesale  and  retail) 

91,900 

17.9^:: 

Finance,  insurance  and  real  estate 

62,700 

12.2;. 

Transportation,  communications  and 
utilities 

52,800 

1 0.2y^ 

Manufacturing  and  processing 

52,300 

10.1 

(Department  of  Human  Resources  Development,  Februai’y  1972) 

The  City  is  the  locus  for  two  of  eveiy  thi'ee  jobs  in  San  Francisco 
Bay  Area  in  the  finance  group  of  industries  ;^ihich  include  banking, 
credit  and  securities  as  well  as  insurance  and  real  estate.  Additionally 
many  related  jobs,  in  sectors  other  than  finance  are  in  administrative 
headquarters  and  require  similiar  skills  to  those  demanded  in  the 
finance  sector. 

Industrial  employment  in  San  Fia.ncisco  shovrs  a decrease. ig  propor- 
tion of  total  civilian  employment.  Industrial  anployment  in  San 
Francisco  for  1971  was  10.2^  of  "the  total  employment  compared  to  11.8;j 
in  1966  and  again  to  ^k•3%  in  1958.  In  the  same  period  the  growth  of 
jobs  in  finance,  insurance,  real  estate,  and  government  increased 
from  2k»$%  in  1958  to32,2$  in  1971.  Growth  in  v/hite  collar  and 
related  industries  can  be  attributed  to  San  Francisco  being  the  '.v’estern 
headquarters  for  many  finance,  transportation  and  government  agencies. 

1969 

The  recession  which  started  irvco\:?)led  with  a steadilj''  declining 
population  has  retarded  growth  in  retail  trade  and  residential  con- 
struction, slowed  expansion  of  transportation  services,  utilities  and 
government  enploynent.  As  their  plants  became  inadequate  and  the 
facilities  obsolescent,  manufacturing  and  wholesale  trade  have  been 
moving  to  nevx  industrial  conplexes  outside  of  the  city,  accounting 
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for  significant  job  losses  over  the  past  decade. 

Appendix  16  demonstrates  the  shift  in  the  past  fourteen  years  and 
the  number  of  jobs  now  existing  by  major  industries  and  some  of  the 
effects  of  the  1969-1971  recession. 
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CHAPTER  III.  POTENTIALS  FOR  ECONOIttC  DEVELOPMENT 

An  analysis  of  San  Francisco's  potential  for  economic  development  must  be 
evaluated  for  the  purposes  of  this  Plan  against  the  type  of  development  which 
will  meet  the  needs  of  unemployed  San  Franciscans,  as  v/ell  as  San  Fx-ancisco. 

The  City  needs  a broader  tax  base  and  many  additional  services;  but  for  pur- 
poses of  the  OEDP,  priority  needs  to  be  given  to  economic  development  which  will: 

have  impact  by  creating  additional  jobs  for 

unemployed  San  Francisco  residents  with  the 

kind  of  thrust  consistent  with  City's  best 

planning  efforts. 

More  office  buildings  by  themselves  will  not  alleviate  local  problems  caused 
by  decline  in  blue  collar  employment.  The  expansion  of  white  collai’  developments 
brin^  far  too  many  suburbanites  who  have  the  necessary  academic  and  skill  require- 
ments for  those  jobs,  although  V7ith  commitment  from  downtown  end  proper  trainin^, 
many  entry  level  workers  living  in  the  City  could  be  hired  and  upgraded  into 
permanent  jobs.  The  overriding  need  for  our  City's  unemployed  is  substantially 
for  blue  collar  jobs. 

A.  Advantages  Now  Present 

In  planning  for  economic  development  we  need  to  look  realistically  at  the 
fact  that  "this  is  a Union  town" , and  recognize  that  this  can  be  one  of  the 
strengths  within  this  Plan.  Organized  labor  is  a group  which  has  suffered 
very  substantially  from  the  decline  in  manufacturing  and  v;areho using  em- 
ployment, and  which  has  much  to  gain  from  a properly  developed  plan  for 
economic  development.  There  are  strong  Unions  in  the  community  to  cooperate 
in  this  effort,  under  competent  leadership. 
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A number  of  other  major  advantages  are  present: 

1 . Six  major  Redevelopment  Areas  (HUD  definition)  exist  within  San  Fran- 
cisco; four  of  these  are  far  from  completed,  and  all  four  are  within 
the  area  where  most  of  the  unemployment  is  concentrated.  There  is  at 
this  time  land  available  for  industrial  development. 

See  foreword  for  map  showing  Redevelopment  Areas  in  relation  to 
area  studied  by  Department  of  Commerce  as  "Lov;  Income  Areas"  and  to 
the  Model  Neighborhoods.  Access  to  new  jobs  by  public  transportation 
will  be  relatively  easy,  for  residents. 

The  Redevelopment  Agency  is  a fully  integrated,  socially-conscious 
organization  which  works  with  citizen  advisory  groups,  and  requires 
affirmative  action  programs  for  its  contractors.  Their  planning  is 
done  in  conjunction  with,  rather  than  apart  from.  City  Planners  and 
Administrators . 

2.  Basic  Planning  and  zoning  work  have  been  done  by  the  City  Planning 
Department  and  the  Planning  Commission,  with  community  input  pro- 
viding a framework  within  waich  we  can  move.  Certain  basic  plans, 
such  as  the  Southeast  Area  Plan,  have  been  adopted  as  City  policy. 

3.  The  two  Model  Neignbox’hood  Agencies  (Bayview- Hunters  Point  and  Mission) 
have  done  the  job  of  identifying  problem  areas  as  viewed  by  the  resi- 
dents, establishing  priorities,  and  setting  up  framework  for  local 
decision-making  and  action  programs.  Here  too  there  is  planning  on 


which  we  can  draw. 


lit)  himHm^^''^ 


1 ~ ' ' \ > ' - _ V’  ’ ^*^  ' ’/*i-  .* 

\ i f 4i  A 'irw/^aaiJIJI^  #ifr 

.;■'  'life'  .'S^  rtc» 


ii:vi -'''^  :''li:':l' 


I 


V ♦}!«;« 


.-'^ifbinty . «, 


.^C-d^qq  *^40  ^ *4*fci’*  <1#.  17*./  #«  4iiMi 


■: ' •"i:;i 


g^; , *wi*-  «A  .atu-TJ^Aij^  if  (*»<-,•«■  ■■*'i‘ ■''^ 

..  if*i>Jfmt«\  yit^UJaino^  1*1^ 

q «l^4ff^!l04»ll  A «<'*••«*** W 

■ ' ■ '5'  ' i'J®i;^:^>|  ' t,:-  '^h 

,:  ,,V.^'  V,  ..  ; v . i ,6 


Draft  Copy  h-2^-72 


Page  -:h 


Rather  than  duplicate  the  work  of  any  of  these  planning  groups,  there- 
fore, it  is  important  that  we  listen  to  their  statements  of  priorities, 
and  identify  ways  in  which  efforts  under  the  OEDP  can  complement  and 
facilitate  the  best  of  their  actions  for  maximum  impact  on  the  employ- 
ment picture  of  this  community. 

B.  Problems  and  Constraints 

Programs  proposed  under  this  Plan  will  be  subject  to  the  following  con- 
straints: 

1.  They  must  conform  to  the  City's  Master  Plan  and  zoning  requii'ements, 
and  must  be  of  a nature  resulting  in  no  pollution  to  air,  water  or 
natural  resources; 

2.  Contractors  involved  in  public  works  construction  and  purchasers  or 
tenants  of  the  resulting  structures  x^ill  be  requii'ed  to  enter  into 
affirmative  action  programs  of  the  tjqDe  required  by  the  Redevelop- 
ment Agency  in  cooperation  with  the  Human  Rights  Ccdimission  (this 
is  in  line  Xsiith  City  ordinances); 

3.  The  Plan  will  be  submitted  to  the  Regional  Clearinghouse  (ABAC),  the 
Lieutenant  Governor's  Office  (State  Cleai’inghouse) , and  to  any 
special-purpose  agencies  as  appropriate  for  approval; 

R.  Appropriate  submission  of  Environmental  Impact  statements  will  be 
made. 

C.  Economic  Development  Efforts  Undeii^ay 


Economic  development  efforts  have  been  of  several  kinds: 
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1 . The  Greater  San  Francisco  Chamber  of  Commerce  has  had  recent  economic 
development  activities  in  two  major  fields: 

(a)  An  executive-headquarters  program,  to  bring  in  nev/ 
regional  and  headquarters  offices;  these  are  not 
relocated  from  other  areas,  but  rather  are  generally 
newly-established  and  supplemental  services  creating 
new  employment; 

(b)  A program  to  identify  unused  but  usuable  properties 
in  the  industrial  areas  of  the  city,  and  help  return 

them  to  productivity  by  determining  costs  of  rehabilioat-icn 
and  potential  uses  of  buildings. 

^ It  is  impossible  to  measure  or  detail  the  many  services  of  this  group 

in  economic  development,  including  their  special  studies  and  informa- 
tion services.  Grants  from  EDA  have  helped  in  supporting  some  of  the 
Chamber’s  functions. 

2.  Special  programs  to  assist  minority  group  members  have  been  small 
scale,  and  impact  has  been  very  little  in  proportion  to  the  very  great 
need. 

EDA  has  funded  technical  assistance  programs  (PACT;  San  Francisco 
Local  Development  Cerp;  Bay  Area  Urban  League,  through  National  Urban 
League  funding) . 

SBA  has  provided  some  support. 

There  is  no  MESBIC  (Minority  Employment  Small  Business  Investment 
Coi'poration)  , although  one  is  being  formed. 
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3.  The  tv70  Model  Neighborhood  Agencies  have  economic  development  pro- 
grams. Neither  is  off  the  ground  at  this  time.  In  the  Bayviev; 
Area  the  contractor  for  economic  development  is  the  Southeast  Com- 
munity Development  Corporation. 

h.  The  Redevelopment  Agency's  program  of  demolition  has  ca.-ried  on  a 
development  program  of  its  ovm  by  a successful  effort  to  award  con- 
tracts to  minority  groi:ip  contractors.  Has  carried  on  a minority 
group  economic  development  program. 
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CHAPTER  IV.  DEVELOPMENT  STRATEGY 

The  economic  and  social  problems  of  the  City  are  simultaneously 
being  approached  by  many  agencies.  Since  most  of  these  programs  are 
carefully  planned  and  already  in  progress,  they  will  only  be  summarized 
here.  The  OEDP  will  concentrate,  instead,  on  those  economic  programs 
promising  additional  employment  for  San  Francisco  residents. 

Social  Programs 

Under  the  guidance  of  the  San  Francisco  Housing  Authority,  the 
Redevelopment  Agency,  and  City  Government  itself,  major  efforts  are 
underway  to  meet  the  housing  needs  of  the  community.  One  approach  is 
the  construction  of  new  low  and  middle-income  housing;  the  other  is 
the  rehabilitation  of  existing,  often  very  old,  housing  under  the 
Federally  Assisted  Code  Enforcement  (FACE)  program.  Both  the  Housing 
Authority  and  the  Redevelopment  Agency  have  been  able  to  assist 
residents  of  the  areas  with  their  family  and  employment  problems  even 
to  the  point  of  giving  individual  residents  employment  within  the 
agencies  themselves.  This  social  action  insures  individuals  attaining 
a greater  control  over  the  direction  of  their  own  lives. 

The  Criminal  Justice  Council,  authorized  by  the  Board  of  Super- 
visors in  1971,  is ’’the  official  criminal  justice  planning  body  for  the 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco.”  At  least  one- third  of  the  members 
are  private  citizens,  thus  insuring  public  participation  in  this 
planning.  In  its  first  year  of  operation,  the  Council  designated  five 
task  forces  to  concentrate  on  critical  areas  of  the  criminal  justice 
process.  These  task  forces  have  devised  both  a Multi-Year  Plan  for 
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the  problems  and  needs  of  the  community  and  a schedule  of  priorities 
for  annual  action  proposals  submitted  by  various  governmental  and 
private  agencies. 

The  Economic  Opportunity  Council,  the  official  anti-poverty  arm 
of  the  City,  has  recently  been  reoriented  to  serve  the  poor  through- 
out the  entire  City,  rather  than  solely  in  certain  target  areas. 
Administering  a variety  of  programs  through  numerous  neighborhood  and 
district  offices,  it  also  serves  as  prime  sponsor  for  the  Concentrated 
Employment  program,  a many-faceted  manpower  program  funded  by  the 
Department  of  Labor. 

In-school  and  summer  programs  of  the  Neighborhood  Youth  Corps 
are  also  funded  by  the  Department  of  Labor  to  try  to  meet  the  financial 
needs  of  youths  who  might  otherwise  drop  out  of  school.  Various 
assistance  programs  of  the  Veterans  Administration  are  playing  the  same 
role  for  young  veterans  who  have  returned  to  school  or  are  in  on-the-job 
training. 

Older  persons  are  being  served  through  the  Office  of  theAging  in 
the  Mayor ^s  Office,  which  primarily  focuses  on  problems  of  income, 
health,  recreation  and  other  amenities  of  life  for  senior  citizens. 

These  are  only  a few  of  the  numerous  private  and  community  agencies 
providing  a wide  range  of  services  for  San  Francisco.  Thus,  there  is 
a very  broad  base  on  which  to  build  future  programs. 

Physical  Programs 

The  Redevelopment  Agency  has  extensive  programs  underway  to  open 
up  new  areas  and  to  rehabilitate  some  of  the  more  run-down  sections  of 
the  central  city . 
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Western  Addition.  Area  A-1  primarily  used  a clearance  procedure, 
followed  by  construction  of  new  faciliries  ranging  from  a Cathedral  to 
upper,  middle,  and  low-cost  housing,  including  the  Japanese  Cultural 
Center  with  its  related  commercial  development  and  hotel,  and  three 
medical  facilities.  Area  A-1  is  well  along  toward  completion. 

Area  A-2  adjoins  A-1.  The  concentration  in  A-2  is  on  rehabilitation 
of  older  housing  units  rather  than  reconstruction.  Two  new  schools  are 
planned  as  is  the  revitalization  of  two  business  districts. 

Chinatown . The  Chinese  Cultural  and  Trade  Center  is  a privately 
funded  redevelopment  project  approved  by  the  Redevelopment  Agency.  Con- 
struction of  a hotel  and  parking  garage  has  been  completed.  Unfinished 
is  the  Cultural  Center.  One  other  small  area  in  Chinatown  has  recently 
been  designated  for  housing  development. 

Golden  Gateway.  This  renewal  program  at  the  foot  of  Market  Street 
is  near  completion.  It  replaced  some  very  deteriorated  areas  with  high 
rise  office  and  residential  buildings,  a hotel  and  theaters,  as  well  as 
park  and  open  space  areas. 

Yerba  Buena  Center.  Yerba  Buena  Center  is  an  87-acre  renewal  project 
of  an  area  of  blighted  hotels,  small  businesses,  and  industries. 
Redevelopment  will  include  a major  Tourist  and  Convention  Center,  a Sports 
Arena,  Airline  Terminal,  hotel,  theater,  Italian  Cultural  and  Trade 
Center,  shops,  restaurants,  and  plazas.  Many  thousands  of  jobs  will  be 
created  both  by  the  construction  of  Yerba  Buena  Center  and  later  by  the 
businesses  and  services  established  there.  Some  structures  have  been 
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completed  within  this  area,  but  progress  has  been  seriously  delayed 
by  court  action  and  by  the  necessity  to  relocate  a major  sewer  line. 

Diamond  Heights.  Single-family  housing  and  apartments  have  been 
developed  in  this  hill  area,  much  of  it  previously  unoccupied;  some 
construction  is  still  continuing.  Commercial  firms  to  service  the 
housing  have  been  included,  along  with  park  and  recreation  areas  and  a 
neighborhood  center. 

Hunters  Point.  A major  redevelopment  effort  here  is  working  in- 
tensively with  the  community  to  replace  dilapidated  wartime  public 
housing  with  single  and  multiple- family  housing  in  various  price  ranges. 
Supporting  service  facilities  such  as  Child  Care  Center,  parks  and 
recreation  areas,  schools  and  shops  are  included. 

India  Basin  Industrial  Park.  This  industrial  flat-land  area  of 
126  acres  was  formerly  known  as  Butchertown,  and  was  once  the  location 
of  butchering  and  meat  packing  operations  as  well  as  25  acres  of  auto 
wrecking  and  salvage  firms.  Much  of  the  area  has  been  cleared.  It  is 
awaiting  relocation  of  the  remaining  industries,  including  the  Auto 
Dismantlers,  out  of  this  area,  in  order  to  proceed  in  an  aggressive 
industrial  development. 

It  is  in  this  area  that  land  for  new  industries  is  available,  with 
good  access  to  highway,  rail  and  water  transportation.  It  is  expected 
some  2,500  jobs  will  be  created  in  two  districts  - one  for  light  industry, 
and  the  second  for  major  industry. 

Regal  Pale.  This  area  is  less  than  a square  block,  and  includes 
the  former  Regal  Pale  Brewery  premises.  It  is  proposed  that  housing  be 
built  here.  This  project  is  awaiting  federal  funding. 
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As  this  listing  shows,  much  is  going  on.  The  redevelopment  process 
undoubtedly  in  the  past  has  contributed  to  the  loss  of  population  in  the 
city,  since  some  persons  displaced  relocated  outside  the  city  of  their 
own  volition.  As  the  projects  are  completed,  both  more  housing  and 
more  jobs  will  become  available,  and  the  shrinkage  of  population  should 
cease.  Redevelopment  offers  sound  planning,  in  the  case  of  San  Francisco, 
and  the  economic  well-being  of  the  city  will  be  influenced  strongly  by 
what  is  done  in  areas  like  the  India  Basin  Industrial  Park. 

Model  Neighborhood  Agencies 

It  is  impossible  to  categorize  the  two  agencies  (Bayview-Hunters 
Point  Model  Neighborhood  Agency  and  Mission  Model  Neighborhood  Corporation) 
under  either  social  or  physical  development,  since  they  are  engaged  in 
both. 

The  Mission  Model  Neighborhood  Agency  has  taken  an  approach  which 
avoids  urban  renewal  of  the  bulldozer  type,  and  instead  works  within 
existing  community  patterns.  The  BART  transportation  corridor  and  certain 
work  done  along  Mission  Street  are  giving  an  economic  shot- in- the-arm  to 
the  area.  The  Model  Neighborhood  Corporation,  through  its  relative,  the 
Mission  Coalition,  has  brought  together  the  agencies  and  groups  of  the 
area  for  a concerted  attack  on  the  problems  of  education,  employment, 
self-employment  and  various  social  problems. 

The  Bayview  Model  Neighborhood  Agency  has  worked  very  closely  with 
the  Redevelopment  Agency  with  respect  to  both  the  Hunters  Point  and  India 
Basin  projects.  The  Bayview  Model  Neighborhood  Agency  has  worked  with 
the  City  Planning  Department  in  development  of  an  overall  physical  plan 
for  the  southeast  area,  and  has  had  drawn  up  plans  for  the  rehabilitation 
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1.  Project  title: 


Relocation  of  Auto  Dismantlers 


2. 

Area  to  be  served.  ^ County  of  San  Francisco 

3. 

Applicant  or  sponsor.  Francisco  Auto  Dismantlers'  Association 

h. 

Estimated 

total  cost:  $66,700 

5.  Non-local 

funds  required:  '^O.OOO 

6. 

Possible  sources  of  non-local  funds 

EDA  Technical  Assistance  Grant 

(be  specific): 

7. 

Source  of  J.ocal  funds*  Dismantlers  will  provide  $9,000  in-kind  matchirig  includ- 
ing use  of^ space,  oITlce  equipment,  supplies,  postage,  telephone  and  telegraph 
ana  the  time  of  Association  Direct 6 rs.  Citv  employees  and  Redevelopment  Arehr. 

8. 

Brief  description  of  project: 

To  relocate  into  a new  site  the  dismantlers  who  are  having  to  leave  the  Hunter 
Point  Redevelopment  area;  to  develop  a dis-assembly  line  to  dispose  of  old  or 
unxiranted  autos;  to  stock-pile  catalogued  auto  parts;  and  to  sell  scrap. 


9.  Probl^  which  will  be  solved  or  ameliorated  by  coiroletion  of  project:  (a)  -'ith- 
out  this  operation  there  will  be  no  source  of  used  parts  for  repair  of  cars  r 
than  3 yrs.  old;  parts  suppliers  do  not  carry  parts  for  1968  or  earlier  cars  unlei. 
they  are  identical  with  parts  for  later  models,  (b)  75  or  more  employees  of  the  D: 
mantlers  will  be  out  of  work  unless  this  operation,  which  is  the  only  feasible  way 
to  go,  is  constituted;  it  will  add  somewhat  to  employment  when  operational  as  the 


i ntir 


10»  Benefits  expected  from  project  (induing  estimated  number  of  new  jobs  and/or 

amount  of  new  income  to  be  generated) : (a)  Follow-through  on  previous  EDA-funcfed 
study  of  the  Butchertovrn  area,  which  identified  the  need  for  jobs  and  industry 
for  the  people  of  the^area.  Study  will  identify  potentid  for  developing,  nev 
jobs,  as  well  as  develop  new  methodology  required  for  this  changed  business. 

(b)  Permit  site  preparation  and  forward  movement  in  India  Basin  Redevelopment 


LL.  Work  to  be  done  before  project  can  begin  (e.g.  engineering  design,  site 
selection,  arrange  financing,  obtain  certain  approvals,  etc.): 

Site  selection,  building  design  or  re-design,  assembly-line  layout;  stock- 
piling and  cataloguing  methods;  business  syston  design. 


12.  Timetable  (estimate  month  and  year  for  each  item): 


Planning  con^ileted 
Project  initiated 


March  '73 

August  * 7^ 


Financing  arranged  August  ' 72 
Project  completed  June  '73 


13.  Name  and  address  of  person  to  contact  regarding  project: 
George  Ohlander,  President 
San  Francisco  Auto  Dismantlers'  Association 
P.  0.  Box  2h399,  San  Francisco,  Ca  9U12h 


■J^-staff  will  contribute  $7,700  in  staff  time  in  working  with  this  project. 

■^-^■warehousing  and  stockpiling  operation  will  be  added,  (c)  Without  dismantlers  operating, 
there  v;ill  be  no  way  to  dispose  of  100  or  more  cars  a week  wldch  are  tov;ed  in  by  various 
Tow  Car  companies  alter  being  abandoned  on  the  streets,  or  ■totalled  out  by  insurance 
companies. 
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^1. 

Project  title: 

Business  and  Industry  Search  Program 

2. 

Area  to  be  served: 

City  and  County  of  San  Fi-ancisco 

3. 

Applicant  or  San  Francisco  Chamber  of  Commerce 

li. 

Estijuated  %5,000  per  jrear 

5.  Non-local 

$31 ,1;70  per  year 

total  cost:  3-3rear  program 

Funds  required: 

3-year  program 

6. 

Possible  sources  of  non-local  funds  (be  specific): 

EDA  Technical  Assistance  Grant 

7.  Source  of  local  funds:  San  Francisco  Chamber  of  Commerce  - $9,030  personnel; 

$500  travel;  $3,000  space  costs  & rentals;  $1,000  consumable  supplies.  TOTAL:  $13,530 

8.  Brief  description  of  project:  To  expand  and  make  more  sophisticated  the  execu- 
tive headquarters  search  program  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce,  to  bring  in  more 
headquarters  offices;  to  plan  ahead  for  training  for  jobs  to  be  filled  locally 
in  connection  vjith  those  new  firms. 


9.  Problem  which  will  be  solved  or  ameliorated  by  coiT5)letion  of  project: 
Need  for  more  jobs  for  residents;  need  for  more  tax  base  for  City. 


10.  Benefits  expected  from  project  (induing  estimated  mnnber  of  new  jobs  and/or 
amount  of  new  income  to  be  generated): 

300-500  new  jobs  per  year,  of  which  300  to  500  could  be  filled  by 
minority  group  residents  through  a positive  recruitment  and  training 
program. 

LI.  Work  to  be  done  before  project  can  begin  (e.g.  engineering  design,  site 
selection,  arrange  financing,  obtain  certain  approvals,  etc.): 


L2.  Timetable  (estimate  month  and  year  for  each  item): 

Planning  con^jleted Financing  arranged 

Project  initiated  Project  coii5)leted 


L3.  Name  and  address  of  person  to  contact  regarding  project: 
Lex  J.  Byers,  Economic  Development  Manager 
San  Francisco  Chamber  of  Commerce 
hOO  ^tontgomery  Street,  San  Francisco,  Ca  9^1  Oh 
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Project  title: 

Chinese  Cultural  Center 

2. 

Area  to  be  served:  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

3. 

Applicant  or  sponsor: 

k. 

Estimated 

5.  Non-local 

total  cost: 

funds  required: 

6. 

Possible  sources  of  non-local  funds  (be  specific): 

7. 

Sonrce  of  local  funds: 

8.  Brief  description  of  project:  See  discussion  of  redevelopment  projects.  A 
floor  of  the  new  Holiday  Inn,  750  Kearny  Street  V7as  reserved  for  a Chinese  Cultural 
and  Trade  Center  when  that  building  replaced  the  old  Hall  of  Justice.  It^would 
include  displays  of  Chinese  cultural  items,  and  exnibits  and  services  of  irade 
Associations. 


9.  Problem  which  will  be  solved  or  ameliorated  by  completion  of  project: 

There  is  no  place  in  San  Francisco  which  brings  together  for  review  by  the 
public  items  of  this  type. 


10.  Benefits  expected  from  project  (induing  estimated  number  of  new  jobs  and/or 
amount  of  new  income  to  be  generated):  ihe  project  would  be  of  benefit  to 
tourism.  It  would  be  of  great  benefit  to  the  growing  Chinese  community  in  helping 
retain  the  feeling  of  pride  in  the  Chinese  heritage,  and  would  also  help  residents 
of  the  western  world  to  understand  that  heritage. 


LI.  Work  to  be  done  before  project  can  begin  (e.g.  engineering  design,  site 
selection,  arrange  financing,  obtain  certain  approvals,  etc.): 


L2.  Timetable  (estimate  month  and  year  for  each  item): 

Planning  con^jleted  Financing  arranged 

Project  initiated  Project  completed  _ 


L3.  Name  and  address  of  person  to  contact  regarding  project: 
J.  K.  Choy 
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1,  Project  title: 

Data  Analysis  in  Connection  with  CEDP 

2.  Area  to  be  served,  County  of  San  Francisco 

3.  Applicant  or  sponsor:  office  of  the  Mayor,  City  &.  County  of  San  Francisco 

1*.  Estimated  -n  nnn  Non-local 

total  cost:  $11^000  funds  required:  $10,000 

6.  Possible  sources  of  non-local  funds  (be  specific):  Request  for  permission  to 
use  unexpended  funds  in  EDA  Contract  No.  7-35^23.  These  were  technical  assistanct 
funds  to  be  used  for  study  of  a specific  area  of  San  Francisco, 

ice 

.e 

i 

;r 

7.  Source  of  local  funds:  Department  of  Labor  grant  under  the  GAMPS  program  to  Of: 
of  the  Mayor  carries  a $1000  item  for  data  analysis  which  will  also  be  used. 

8.  Brief  description  of  project :To  purchase  census  data  becoming  available  from  tl 
Census  Service  Facility,  University  of  California,  for  use  in  connection  with 
OEDP. 

9.  Problem  which  will  be  solved  or  ameliorated  by  completion  of  project:  In  pre- 
paring the  OEDP  for  San  Francisco  it  becomes  clear  that,  the  analysis  of  census  datj 
routinely  available  does  not  meet  out  needs,  particularly  because  of  the  diversity 
of  our  population  groups.  Use  of  these  funds  can  get  us  much  of  that  information, 
as  well  as  data  on  housing  needed  for  planning. 

10*  Benefits  expected  from  project  (induing  estimated  number  of  new  jobs  and/or 
amount  of  new  income  to  be  generated):  Planning  for  a continuing  econcriic  de- 
velopment program  needs  to  be  based  on  better  information  than  is  now  at  hand;  thi 
purchase  would  help  the  Department  of  City  Planning,  Redevelopment  Agency,  and  oth 
City  agencies,  as  well  as  the  OEDP  Committee. 

11,  Work  to  be  done  before  project  can  begin  (e.g.  engineering  design,  site 
selection,  arrange  financing,  obtain  certain  approvals,  etc.): 

Review  of  a catalogue  to  be  available  within  a month  and  decision-making  as  to 
which  tables  to  purchase  within  available  funds. 

L2.  Timetable  (estimate  month  and  year  for  each  item): 

Planning  con^jleted  June  1972  Financing  arranged  June  1972 

Project  initiated  June  1^72  Project  completed  August  19^2 

L3.  Name  and  address  of  person  to  contact  regarding  project: 

Eunice  Elton,  Director 

Manpower  Planning  and  Research  Unit 

Office  of  the  Mayor,  San  Francisco,  Ca  9U102 

■■  '14 
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'l. 

Project  title: 

Filipino  Cultural  and  Trade  Center 

2. 

Area  to  be  served: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

3. 

Applicant  or  sponsor: 

i*. 

Estimated 
total  cost: 

5.  Non-local 

funds  required: 

6. 

Possible  sources  of  non-local  funds  (be  specific): 

7. 

Source  of  local  funds: 

8.  Brief  description  of  project:  To  determine  the  feasibility  of  establishing 
Filipino  Cultural  and  Trade  Center  in  San  Francisco  in  an  area  where  many 
Filipino’s  live. 


Problem  which  will  be  solved  or  ameliorated  by  completion  of  project:  Many 
thousands  of  Filipinos  have  come  to  this  country  in  recent  years:  at  the  time  of 
the  1970  census  there  were  2^,000  in  San  Franciscoj  there  are  estimated  to  be  31»0(J0 
now.  Many  are  anxious  to  maintain  cultural  ties  with  their  herit^e,  and  make  it 
possible  for  their  children  to  learn  and  respect  that  heritage.  There  is  little 
understanding  in  this  area  of  Filipino  culture ^ due  to  many  years  of  lack  of  contac t* 


10.  BenedTits  expected  from  project  (induing  estimated  number  of  new  jobs  and/or 

amount  of  new  income  to  be  generated) ; Tourist  attraction,  and  source  of  unde  r 
standing  on  the  part  of  persons  whose  heritage  is  other  than  Filipino;  cultural  under- 
standing and  pride  on  part  of  those  of  Filipino  origins. 


U.  Work  to  be  done 


design,  site 


before  project  can  begin  (e.g.  engineering 

selection,  arrange  financing,  obtain  certain  approvals,  etc.): 

Total  exploration  of  feasibility;  proposal  is  supported  by  22  cultural  and 
social  organizations. 


12.  Timetable  (estimate  month  and  year  for  each  item): 


Planning  completed 
Project  initiated 


Financing  arranged 
Project  completed 


13. 


Name  and  address  of  person  to  contact  regarding  project: 

^ . 135  - '^5*’  ' 


Mr.  Anselmo  Revelo,  President 
FAPA 


5th  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  Ca 


9U122 


■^and  some  language  barriers. 
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1. 

Project  title: 

Filipino  Cultural  and  Trade  Center 

2. 

Area  to  be  served: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

3. 

Applicant  or  sponsor: 

h. 

Estimated 
total  cost: 

5.  Non- local 

funds  required: 

6. 

Possible  sources  of  non-local  funds  (be  specific): 

7. 

Source  of  local  funds: 

8.  Brief  description  of  project:  To  determine  the  feasibility  of  establishing 
Filipino  Cultural  and  Trade  Center  in  San  Francisco  in  an  area  where  many 
Filipino's  live. 


9.  Problem  which  will  be  solved  or  ameliorated  by  completion  of  project:  Many 
thousands  of  Filipinos  have  come  to  this  country  in  recent  years:  at  the  time  of  , 

the  1970  census  there  were  2^,000  in  San  Francisco j there  are  estimated  to  be  3^f0(.0 
now.  tiany  are  anxious  to  maintain  cultural  ties  with  their  herit^e,  and  make  it 
possible  for  their  children  to  learn  and  respect  that  heritage.  There  is  little 
understanding  in  this  area  of  Filipino  culture,  due  to  many  years  of  lack  of  contac t* 


10.  Benefits  expected  from  project  (induing  estimated  number  of  new  jobs  and/or 

amount  of  new  income  to  be  generated):  Tourist  attraction,  and  source  of  undei' 
standing  on  the  part  of  persons  whose  heritage  is  other  than  Filipino;  cultural  uncei 
standing  and  pride  on  part  of  those  of  Filipino  origins. 


11.  Work  to  be  done  before  project  can  begin  (e.g.  engineering  design,  site 
selection,  arrange  financing,  obtain  certain  approvals,  etc.): 

Total  exploration  of  feasibility;  proposal  is  supported  by  22  cultural  and 
social  organizations. 


L2.  Timetable  (estimate  month  and  year  for  each  item): 


Planning  completed 
Project  initiated 


Financing  arranged 
Project  couplet ed 


L3. 


Name  and  address  of  person  to  contact  regarding  project: 

' • 135  - -fF'’- 


Mr.  Anselmo  Revelo,  President 
FAPA 


5th  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  Ca  9U122 


-^and  some  language  barriers. 


I 


PROJECT  PRCFIIE 


Pa^e 


Project  title: 

Garment  Manufacturing  Center 

2. 

Area  to  be  served:  city  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

3. 

Applicant  or. sponsor: 

u. 

Estimated 

5.  Non- local 

total  cost: 

funds  required: 

6. 

Possible  sources  of  non-local  funds  (be  specific): 

7. 

Source  of  local  £u^S£  payments  by  garment  industry  firms 

8.  Brief  description  of  project:  To  provide  a single  building,  accessible  from 
’hinatoxTO  (as  by  ^ 30  troli.ey  bus),  into  wliich  garment  industry  firms  now  dispersed 
ill  over  Chinatown  in  basements  and  other  poor  facilities  could  move.  To  provide  li 
ihat  building  a Child  Care  Center  for  the  care  of  children  of  the  working  mothers  ii 
lie  building,  and  to  provide  space  for  similar  supportive  services. 


9.  Problem  which  will  be  solved  or  ameliorated  by  conroletion  of  project:  In  order 
io  keep  from  forcing  contractors  to  move  to  locations  which  would  result  in  unenplo; 
:ient  for  the  Chinatown  workers,  enforcement  officers  have  permitted  continued  opera 
:ion  of  firms  in  Chinatown  quarters  which  do  not  fully  conform  to  health,  fire,  and 
)ther  safety  codes.  There  is  inadequate  child  care  now  and  no  employer- sponsored 
;hild  care. 


10*  Benefits  expected  from  project  (induing  estimated  number  of  new  jobs  and/or 
amount  of  new  income  to  be  generated):  it  is  possible  that  new  jobs  would 
result,  if  adequate  space  were  available.  Benefits  are  primarily  in  the  fields  of 
health  and  safety,  and  the  fact  that  government  units  would  be  more  able  to  servic  i 
the  contractors. 


LI.  Work  to  be  done  before  project  can  begin  (e.g.  engineering  design,  site 
selection,  arrange  financing,  obtain  certain  approvals,  etc.): 

Site  location,  architectural  work,  arranging  financing,  approvals,  etc.  Contacts 
with  IlilW,  trade  association,  and  enployer  groi5)s  will  be  required. 


12.  Timetable  (estimate  month  and  year  for  each  item): 

Planning  coiJ5)leted  Financing  arranged 

Project  initiated  Project  cor^ileted 

13.  Name  and  address  of  person  to  contact  regarding  project: 


PROJECT  PRCFHE 


?aze 


Project  title: 

Light  Industry  Center 

2. 

Area  to  be  searved:  Qity  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

3. 

Applicant  or  sponsor: 

h. 

Estimated 
total  cost: 

5.  Non-local 

funds  required: 

6. 

Possible  sources  of  non-local  funds  (be  specific): 

7. 

SoTirce  of  local  funds: 

Rental  from  tenants 

8.  Brief  description  of  project:  To  establish  a light  industry  center,  in  order 
to  provide  space  close-in  for  tenants  displaced  by  redevelopment  south  of  Market, 
and  who  need  to  be  close  to  the  area  where  their  contacts  are • 


9.  Problem  which  will  be  solved  or  ameliorated  by  completion  of  project: 

Reduce  the  unfavorable  impact  on  small  industries  vhich  resulted  from  "rezoning 
them  out"  of  the  South  of  Market  area;  keep  the  businesses  functioning. 


10*  Benefits  expected  from  project  (induing  estimated  number  of  new  Jobs  and/or 
amount  of  now  income  to  bo  generated) : 


LI.  Work  to  be  done  before  project  can  begin  (e.g.  engineering  design,  site 
selection,  arrange  financing,  obtain  certain  approvals,  etc.): 

Need  total  exploration  of  feasibility. 


L2.  Timetable  (estimate  month  and  year  for  each  item): 

Planning  completed Financing  arranged 

Project  initiated  Project  completed  _ 


L3.  Name  and  address  of  person  to  contact  irogarding  project: 


( 
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1.  Project  title: 

Mexico  Cultural  and  Trade  Center 

2.  Area  to  be  served: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

3.  Applicant  or  sponsor:  Instituto  Cultural  Mexicano  del  Norte  De  California,  Inc, 
3365  - 20th  Street,  San  Francisco,  Ca  9U110 

I4.  Estimated  5*  Non-local 

total  cost:  funds  required: 

6.  Possible  sources  of  non-local  funds  (be  specific): 

EDA  Technical  Assistance  Grant 

7,  Source  of  local  funds:  Time  of  members  of  Institute;  contributed  services 

8.  Bidef  description  of  project: To  do  a feasibility  study  of  construction  and 

operation  of  a center  to  houSe  both  a cultural  center  and  related  ^mmerci^  es- 
tablishments: the  cultural  center  would  be  educational  in  nature,  toth  to  bu^d 
pride  in  their  heritage  among  persons  of  Me:q.can  ^scent,  and  to  educate  Anglos  an  i 
others  about  the  rich  culture  of  Mexico.  Cultural  displays  would  also. include 
Mexico's  neighboring  countries  of  Central  America.  Center  would  be  unique  in  U.b.  i 

9.  Problem  which  will  be  solved  or  ameliorated  by^  completion  of  oroject;  P^i^ises 
of  assistance  have  been  made  by  the  government  01  Mexico,  by  associations, 

architects  and  schools  of  architecture,  and  many  other  groups..  The  need  is  to 
translate  these  promises  into  figures  and  determine  the  economic  feasibility  ol 
constructing  and  operating  the  Center. 

10.  Benefits  expected  from  project  (induing  estimated  nur^er  of  new  jobs  .and/or 
amount  of  new  income  to  be  generated):  Benefits  would  also  be  determined 
through  the  feasibility  study;  rough  estimate  is  that  200  jobs  could  be  developed. 
City  would  benefit  by  addition  of  another  tourist  attraction  and  educational 
facility. 

LI.  Work  to  be  done  before  project  can  begin  (e.g.  engineering  design,  site^  . . 
selection,  arrange  financing,  obtain  certain  approvals,  .etc.):  ^feasibility 
study.  It  is  ^lieved  that  if  operation  can  be  found  finaricially  feasible,  after 
construction  is  completed,  financing  for  construction  can  be  found. 

L2.  TlMtabla  (estimate  month  and  year  for  each  item): 

Planning  coapleted  Financing  arranged 

Project  initiated  Project  completed 

U.  Name  and  address  of  person  to  contact  regarding  project: 

3365  - 20th  Street,  San  Francisco,  Ca  9U322 
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Project  title,  of  Small  Boat  Harbors  and  Marinas,  Southeast  Area 

2. 

Area  to  be  served:  County  of  San  Francisco 

3. 

Applicant  or  sponsor: 

h. 

Estimated  _ ^ 

total  cost:  'Pl,500,0CX) 

5.  Non-local 

funds  required: 

6. 

Possible  sources  of  non-local  funds 

(be  specific): 

7. 

Source  of  local  funds: 

8.  Brief  description  of  project;  The  city  plan  for  the  Southeast  area  of  San 
Francisco  includes  ;^o  small  boat  harbors  - one  at  China  Basin,  and  the  other  at 
Candlestick  Cove.  This  project  would  explore  vrhether  there  are  viable  plans  for 
such  projects,  or  whether  such  plans  can  be  developed. 


■p.  Problem  which  will  be  solved  or  ameliorated  by  con^jletion  of  project:  There 
IS  a shortage  of  small  boat  berthing  in  San  Francisco.  In  the  southeast  area  oi 
the  City  there  is  a shortage  of  the  amenities  such  as  recreation  facilities. 
Creating  one  or  both  of  these  harbors  could  meet  both  needs. 


lO*  Benefits  expected  from  project  (induing,  estimated  number  of  new  jobs  and/or 
amount  of  new  income  to  be  generated):  in  addition  to  providing  berthing  and 
recreation  facilities,  a harbor  brings  some  small  business  operations  such  as 
gasoline  service,  restaurants,  bait  shops.  Further,  it  would  bring  people  from 
other  areas  of  the  City  to  rub  elbows  in  this  area  with  their  southeastern  neigh- 
bors, and  to  discover  \Aiat  a fine  part  of  the  City  this  really  can  be. 


LI.  Work  to  be  done  before  project  can  begin  (e.g.  engineering  design,  site 
selection,  arrange  financing,  obtain  certain  approvals,  etc.); 

Total  study  of  present  status  of  plans,  if  any,  and  review  of  feasibility. 


L2.  Hmetable  (estimate  month  and  year  for  each  item); 

Planning  completed Financing  arranged 

Project  initiated  Project  ccmipleted  _ 


L3.  Name  and  address  of  person  to  contact  regarding  project: 
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(2)  During  the  first  year  actual  work  should  get  under  way,  if 
problems  can  be  resolved  (including  problems  of  financing) 
on  the  following  projects  (in  alphabetical  order); 

Auto  Dismantlers  - new  premise  and  operation 
Meat  Packers  and  Jobbers  - relocation 
Concentrated  Neighborhood  Development  Project 
Plague  Surveillance  Unit  Construction 
South  San  Francisco  Opera  House  Project 
Terba  Buena  Sewer  Relocation  Project 

(3)  During  this  year  the  OEDP  Committee  will  review  and  revise 
the  Plan  a^  necessary.  It  will  monitor  any  EDA  grants  made 
to  this  City  as  required,  and  prepare  reports  and  documents. 

The  Committee  will  also  continue  analysis  of  the  needs  of 
the  City  and  look  for  ways  to  meet  those  needs. 

(ii)  Priority  groups  for  EDA  funding,  with  each  proposal  within 
its  group  deemed  of  equal  weight,  are  as  follows  as  autho- 
rized by  the  citizen  OEDP  Committee: 


Planning  and  T.  A.  Grants 

Work 

Project  Grants 

1 . 

Auto  Dismantlers 

1 . 

Auto  Dismantlers 

2. 

Data  Analysis  Proposal 

2. 

Relocation  of  Meat 

Packers  & Jobbers 

3. 

Mexico  Cultural  & Trade  Center 

3. 

South  San  Francisco 

h. 

Business  & Industry  Search  Program 

Opera  House  Project 

5. 

Filipino  Cultxiral  Center 

u. 

Concentrated  Neighborhood 
Development  Project 

5. 

Yerba  Buena  Sewer  Re- 
location Project 
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PROJECT  PRCrUE 


PiL,e  kJ> 


1. 

Project  title: 

Auto  Dismantlers'  Relocation 

2. 

Area  to  be  served:  County  of  San  Francisco 

3. 

Applicant  or  sponsor: 

San  Francisco  Auto  Dismantlers' 

Association 

k. 

detemlned 

5.  Non-local 

funds  required: 

6. 

Possible  sources  of  non-local  funds  (be  specific): 

EDA  Public  l.'orks  Grant 

7. 

Soerce  of  local  funds:  Funds  of  the 
an  SEA  loan. 

Auto  Dismantlers 

themselves;  if  necessary. 

8.  Brief  deacrlptlon  of  project:  See  previous  statement  requesting  technical  ass^. 
tance  grant,  i/ill  construct  a new  auto  dis-assembly  line  operation  and  parts  cat; 
loguing  and  stoclcpiling  operation,  as  v/ell  as  sale  of  scrap. 


9.  Problem  which  will  be  solved  or  amelioreted  by  con5)lotion  of  project:  Potenti 
further  delay  of  redevelopment;  lack  of  source  of  auto  parts;  lack  of  way  to 
dispose  of  junked  auots. 


IQ.  Benefita  eoqpected  from  project  (induing, estimated  number  of  jobs  And/or 
aawunt  of  new  income  to  be  generated):  will,  above  all,  permio  Hunters  Point 
Redevelopment  to  continue  by  clearing  the  site  ^or  site  preparation.  San  Francisco 
must  have  a dismantling  operation  in  order  to  have  parts  for  repair  of  autos 
1908  vintage  or  older;  get  rid  of  abandoned  or  v^recked  autos.  This  will  keep 
perhaps  20  businesses  in  operation,  permit  7$  employees  to  continue  ana  probably 
hire  another  25. 


11. 


Vfoi^  to  be  dona  before  x>roject  can  begin  (e.g.  engineering  design,  site 
selection,  anrange  financing,  obtain  certain  apjprovals,  etc.): 

Various  studies  under  technical  assistance  grant;  site  selection;  arrange 
financing;  get  EPA  and  Planning  Commission  approvals. 


12. 


Timetable  (estimate  month  and  year  for  each  item): 

Planning  completed  liarch  1973 Financing  arranged  August  1972 


Project  initiated  Augiist  \/(k  ' project  completed  June  1973 


13.  Name  and  address  of  person  to  contact  regarding  project; 

georee  Ohlander,  President,  . . . 

an  Francisco  Auto  Dismantlers'  Asspciation 
Box  24399,  San  Francisco,  Ca  9U12ii 
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1.  Project  tide: 

Relocation  of  Meat  Packers  and  Jobbers 

2.  Area  to  be  senrod: 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

3*  Applicant  or  sponsor: 

Pacific  Coast  Meat  Jobbers  Association,  Inc. 

Ja.  Estimated 

total  cost:  «j>1 14.^000,000 

5.  Non-local 

funds  required:  under  development 

6.  Possible  sources  of  non-local  funds  (be  specific): 

Public  Works  Grant  under  EDA 

a 

7.  Source  of  local  funds:  ^ x • 

Private  financing  by  meat  jobbers 

8.  Brief  description  of  project:  To  build  a suitable  central  facility  in  the  Indi 
Basin  Redevelopment  Area  district  2 in  which  to  centralize  meat  packers  and  meat 
jobbers.  Land  for  this  use  is  reserved  by  Redevelopment.  Ihis  vrould  relocate 
firms  from  throu^out  the  City,  who  are  nov;  in  premises  out  of  conformity  vdth 
zoning  for  their  areas. 

9.  Problsn  which  will  be  solved  or  ameliorated  by  completion  of  project:  Meat 
packers  and  jobbers  have  moved  from  Sm  Francisgo  in  considerable  numbers  in  orde: 
to  Duild  new,  modern  plants  allowing  for  expansion^  they  are  unable  to  expand  in 
their  non-conforming  premises  locations.  Building  new  plants  is  very  expensive 
due  to  types  of  refrigeration  and  wiring  required^  and  waste  disposal  problems. 

10*  BaDeflts  aoqpected  from  project  (induing  estimated  number  of  new  jobs  and/or 

amount  of  new  income  to  be  generated):  A centralized  facility  can  allow  lor 
expansion  and  provide  most  modern  construction  and  processing.  Experience 
shows  that  when  in  new  plants  all  meat  processors  expand  quickly,  adding  new 
jobs;  the  flow  out  of  meat  jobbers  and  packers  with  the  consequent  loss  of 
jobs  will  be  reversed. 

LL.  Woxic  to  be  done  before  pro^ct  cen  begin  (e.g.  engineering  deeign,  site 
selection^  arrange  financing » obtain  certain  approralB,  etc.): 

Studies  now  under  way  need  to  be  concluded. 


L2.  Tlaetable  ( estimate  month  and  year  for  each  item): 

Planning  completed Financing  arranged 

Project  initiated  Project  ccopleted  _ 


L3*  Name  and  address  of  person  to  contact  regarding  project: 

Miss  Rosemary  Mucklow,  Administrative  Assistant 

Pacific  Coast  Meat  Jobbers  Association 

995  Market  Street , San  Francisco,  Ca  9U103 
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1. 

Project  title: 

Concentrated  Neighborhood  Develonnent  Prolect 

2. 

Area  to  be  served.  Qj_^y  County  of  San  Francisco 

3. 

Applicant  or  sponsor:  ^ o ^ 

Greater  San  Francisco  Chamber  of  Commerce 

1*. 

Estimated 
total  cost: 

5.  Non-local  . ^ 

funds  required:  $135,000 

6. 

Possible  sources  of  non-local  funds 

EDf\  Grants 

(be  specific): 

7. 

Source  of  local  funds: 

Private  funding  by  present  OTmers  and/or  other  developers 

0.  Brie^  description  of  prolegt;  Rehabilitation  of  an  8 block  area  South  of  Ilarlret 
by  cTearmg  del^iorated  ouildlngs,  rehabilitating  old  warehouses  to  be  conmercial 
buildings,  building  3 blocks  of  parking,  providing  street  inprovements,  curbs, 
gutters,  lighting,  planting  trees  and  landscaping. 


9.  Problem  which  will  be  solved  or  ameliorated  by  completion  of  project: 

Deterioration  of  the  area  is  so  general  no  one  property  o;mer  can  successful^,' 
renovate  his  property  alone. 


1^*  Benefits  expected  from  project  (inclu^ng  estimated  number  of  new  jobs  and/or 
amount  of  now  income  to  be  generated) : Upgrading  the  use  of  these  buildings 
Trri.11.  allow  employment  of  600  additional  people  (200  working  there  now)j  a 
neighborhood  vri.th  unique  character  Trill  be  saved. 


LI.  Work  to  be  done  before  project  can  begin  (o.g.  engineering  design,  site 
selection,  arrange  financing,  obtain  certain  approvals,  etc.): 

Promotion  and  getting  the  program  together;  considerable  technical  work 
has  been  done. 


L2.  Timetable  (estimate  month  and  year  for  each  item): 

Planning  con^jleted  Financing  airanged 

Project  initiated  Project  completed 


L3.  Name  and  address  of  person  to  contact  regarding  project: 
Lex  J.  Byers,  Economic  Development  Manager 
San  Francisco  Chamber  of  Coimerce 

UOO  Montgomery  Street,  San  Francisco,  Ca  9U10U 
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PROJECT  PRCFHE 


Faje  ao 


1.  Project  Utle: 

Rodent  Control  Unit 

2,  Aree  to  be  served:  „ „ ^ . 

City  and  County  of  San  France  sro 

3.  Applicant  or  sponsor: 

Department  of  Public  Health,  City  and  County 

1*.  Estimated  ^.qq  i -i  j Non-local  , 

total  cost:  •p288,CX)0  plus  land  costs  funds  required: 

6.  Possible  so^irces  of  non-local  funds  (be  specific): 

9 

7.  Source  of  local  funds:  ^ 

8.  Brief  description  of  project:  To  build  a laboratory  where  rodents  trapped  in 
San  Francisco  can  be  examined  and  ectoparasites  be  removed  and  sent  to  other  lab 
to  be  tested  for  plagues.  Toxic  materials  to  be  stored  and  prepared  as  bait. 
Rodent  remains  to  be  incinerated  here. 

9.  Problem  which  will  be  solved  or  ameliorated  by  completion  of  project:  Close- 
dovm  of  U.S,  Public  Health  Service  Hospital  vh.ll  leave  no  place  to  do  this  rorlc. 
i/ith  viind-dovirn  of  Vietnam  ground  War  one  plague- infected  rat  has  already  been 
caught;  real  danger  of  infected  rats  arriving  in  containers  from  Far  East. 

10.  Benefits  expected  from  project  (induing  estimated  number  of  new  Jobs  and/or 
^ amount  of  new  income,  to  be  generated):.  Provide  a place  for  15-29  temporary 
rodent  controlmen  to  work  (E.E.A.  funded)  in  addition  to  8 v;no  work  in  present 
Public  Health  Service  quarters.  If  EEA  funding  ends  other  City  funding  will 
have  to  be  developed. 

11.  Work  to  be  done  before  project  can  begin  (e.g.  engineering  design,  site 
selection,  arrange  financing,  obtain  certain  approvals,  etc.): 

Site  selection;  construction;  clearance  from  Bay  Area  Pollution  District, 
Requirement  //3. 

L2.  Timetable  (estimate  month  and  year  for  each  item): 

Planning  completed  Financing  arranged 

Project  initiated  Project  completed 

L3.  Name  and  address  of  person  to  contact  regarding  project: 

Francis  J.  Curry,  M.D.,  Director  of  Public  Health 

101  Grove  Street 

San  Francisco,  Ca  9U102 
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Project  title:  Sewer  Relocation 
San  Francisco 

Project,  Yerba  Buena  Center, 

2. 

Area  to  be  served:  Citv  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  Yerba  Buena 
RedeveloDment  Area 

3. 

Applicant  or  sponsor:  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Department  of  Pub.lic  Works 

h. 

Estimated  . _ . 

total  cost:  ^2  ,700  ,000 

5.  Non-local  ^ $1,350  ,000 

funds  required: 

6. 

Possible  sources  of  non-local  funds 

U.  S.  Department  of  Commerce, 

(be  specific): 

Economic  Development  Administration 

7. 

Source  of  local  funds:  City  and  County  reserve  funds  , to  be  repaid 
by  Redevelooment  Agencv  Revenue  Bonds. 

8. 

Brief  description  of  project: 

Relocation  of  an  eight-foot  diameter  sewer  m^ain  is  required  to 
enable  construction  of  the  Yerba  Buena  Center  project  to  go 
forward.  Yerba  Buena  Center  is  a major  redevelopment  effort 
which  will  provide  a new  public  convention  and  sports  complex. 

See  attached  descriotion. 

9. 

Pi-oblem  which  will  be  solved  or  ameliorated  by  completion  of  project: 

The  sewer  relocation  will  enable  a large  underground  exhibit 
hall  to  be  constructed  on  its  proposed  site,  which  was  selected 
as  the  optimum  location  witnin  the  Redevelopment  Area. 

10. 

Benefits  expected  from  project  (induing  estimated  number  of  new  Jobs  and/or  1 
amount  of  new  income  to  be  generated):  The  entire , Center  and 

Sports  Complex  Project,  public  andprivite,  wixx 'proviue  over 

20,000  Dermanent  new  employments.  The  underground  exhibit  hall,  t: 
be  facilitated  bv  th^  sewer  relocation is  an  esst^ntia^t  segment 
of  that  effort  and  will  generate  a significant  portion  or  the  new 
GiTipl  oyrriGnts  . 

a. 

Work  to  be  done  before  project  can  begin  (e.g*  engineering  design,  site 
selection,  arrange  financing,  obtain  certain  approvals,  etc.): 

Engineering  design  and  local  financing  plans  are  underway. 

12. 

Timetable  (estimate  month  and  year  fi 
Planning  completed  3 months 

ov  each  item): 

Financing  arranged  3 months 

Project  initiated  3 months 

Project  completed  15-18  months 

13. 

Name  and  address  of  person  to  contact  regarding  project: 

G.  H.  Boreman , Room  288,  City  Hall 

San  Francisco,  Ca  941Q2.  Telephone  [415]  558-465^^ 

PROJECT  PRcnur^ 
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1. 

Pro^ct  title: 

South  San  Francisco  Opera  House  Renovation  and  Plaza  Project 

2. 

Area  to  be  served:  County  of  San  Francisco 

3. 

Applicant  or  sponsor: 

model  Cities  Agency,  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

U. 

$696,606 

$335,51.0 

6. 

Possible  sources  of  non-local  funds  (bo  specific): 

EDA  Public  Works  Grant 

7.  Source  of  local  funds:  HUD  Contract  Funds  (Historical  Preservation  &.  Open  Spac( 
$114.0,530;  City  matching  funds  $11;0,530;  City  Urban  Beautification  Grant  $80,000-::- 

8.  Brief  description  of  project:  To  restore  the  old  Opera  House,  a historical 
landmark,  for  use  in  the  performing  arts  and  community  activities;  to  clear  a 
surrounding  area  and  create  a Plaza  to  extend  to  the  Joseph  Lee  Recreation  Center 
adj  oining . 

9. 

Problem  which  will  be  solved  or  ameliorated  by  completion  of  project:  Lad:  of 
appropriate  center  for  performing  arts;  Opera  House  fails  to  meet  various  Code 
requirements.  Deterioration  of  neighborhood  is  bli^t  in  the  very  heart  of  th  ; 
Model  Cities  area. 

10»  Benefits  eacpected  from  project  (inclu^r^  estimated  nuniber  of  new  Jobs  and/or 
amount  of  new  income  to  be  generated) : lift  for  upgrading  all  of  Third  Street 
by  in^jroving  its  heartland;  restoration  of  the  Opera  House  as  a vrorking  per^ 
forming  arts  center;  introducing  open  space. 

11. 

Work  to  be  done  before  project  can  begin  (e.g.  engineering  design,  site 
selection,  arrange  financing,  obtain  certain  approvals,  etc.): 

Minor  work  remains  to  be  done  - studies  are  complete. 

L2. 

Timetable  (estimate  month  and  year  for  each  item): 

Planning  completed 

Financing  arranged 

Project  initiated 

Project  completed 

13. 

Name  and  address  of  person  to  contact  regarding  project: 

Planning 

-x-Total  $361,060 


i 
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Draft  Copy  U- 2^-7 2 

b.  Prog; rams  fox'  follovd.ng  yeax^s 

During  the  following  years  the  Comnittee  vri.ll  continue  to  explore 
opportunities  for  economic  development  vrlth  emphasis  on  those 
types  of  activities  which  vdll  expand  employment  opportunities  for 
unemployed  San  Franciscans,  and  complement  the  other  efforts  being- 
made  in  the  City.  The  exact  nature  of  those  activities  is  not 
known  at  this  time. 

The  Committee,  in  its  alternate  role  as  Manpovrer  Planning  Council, 
will  be  giving  major  attention  to  the  coordination  of  manpower 
programs,  and  particularly  ma.npower  training  programs,  v/ith  the 
work  opportunities  opened  through  these  channels. 
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Draft  Copy  U- 2^-72 

CHAPTER  V.  COMITTEE  V/ORK  PLAN 

The  OEDP  Coninittee  consists  of  a group  of  25  interested  citizens  who  are 
volunteers  in  this  role.  Necessarily,  much  of  the  direct  work  of  the  Comittee 
will  be  carried  out  throu^  staff  of  the  Manpov/er  Planning  and  Research  Unit  of 
the  Office  of  the  Mayor.  Iliis  will  include  preparation  of  forms  and  applica- 
tions as  appropriate. 

Ihe  Committee  ivLll  also,  thix)Ugh  its  staff,  be  explo^-ing  the  manpower 
programs  of  the  canmunity  and  the  manpower  needs  of  the  City.  Extensive  analysis 
of  Census  data  will  be  done  by  staff,  by  the  Department  of  City  Planning,  and  by 
purchase  from  the  Census  Service  Facility  at  the  University  of  California. 

Analysis  and  planning  efforts  of  the  Department  of  City  Planning,  the 
Health  Professions  Planning  Council,  and  the  Economic  Opportunity  Council  will 
be  utilized  fully.  For  example,  the  Department  of  City  Planning  will  be  doing 
intensive  analysis  of  the  housing  needs  of  the  community,  as  well  as  other 
physical  factors,  and  every  effoi’t  will  be  made  to  coordinate  the  work  of  the 
OEDP  Ccrimittee  im.th  those  studies. 

It  is  expected  that  the  Committee  will,  as  Manpower  Planning  Council, 
also  explore  possible  augmentation  of  funding  for  manpower  programs  from  private 
and  other  governmental  sources. 
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The  list  which  follows  shows  the  organizations  to  which 
been  p.^esented  for  review  and  conment. 


Organization 
iieview  Agencies: 

Association  of  Bay  Area  Governments 
Office  of  the  Lieutenant  Governor 
^-29-71  Assigned  State  Clearinghouse 
Number  72052906 
City  Agencies  and  Offices: 

Members  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
Deputy  to  the  Mayo..'  foi-  Development 
Deputy  to  the  I lay  or  for  Social  Programs 
Chief  Administrative  Officer 
Department  of  City  Planning 
Director^  Model  Cities  Agency 
Human  Rights  Commission 
Redevelopment  Agency 


ComriTunity  Agencies; 

Economic  Opportunity  Council 

Bayview-Hunters  Point  Model  Neighborhood  Agency 
Mission  Model  Neighborhood  Corporation 


Other; 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Department  of  Labor 

Greater  San  Francisco  Chamber  of  Commerce 
Depar-tenent  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
California  Department  of  Human  Resources 
Development . 

Veterans  Administration 


draft 

the  OEDP/ha  n 


Date 


5-16-72 

5-16-72 


S-lS-72 

S-15-72 

5-15-72 

5-15-72 

5-15-72 

5-15-72 

5-15-72 

5-15-72 


5-15-72 

5-15-72 

5-15-72 


5-15-72 

5-15-72 

5-15-72 

5-15-72 

5-15-72 

5-15-72 


I 

I 

i 

[ 
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APPENDIX 


Appen(±Lx 

1 

2 

3A 

3B 

5 

6 


9 

10 
1 1 
1 2 

13 


111 

1 6 

17 

18 


Title 

Resolution  of  Board  of  Sipervisors:  Authorization  to 
form  Manpower  Planning  Council 

Resolution  of  Board  of  Supei'visors:  Authorization  to 

Mayor  seek  EDA  funding 

Map  of  Regional  Hi^way  System 

Map  of  Regional  Transit  System 

Minority  Population  1950  to  1970 

Population  According  to  Age  and  Race,  i960  and  1970 

Population  According  to  Age  and  Sex,  1 970 

Labor  Force  Characteristics  of  Civilian  Non-Institutional 
Population,  Low  Income  Areas,  1970 

Labor  Force  Characteristics  of  the  Population,  I96O 

Unemployment  in  San  Francisco 

Purchasing  Power  of  the  Dollar 

Cost  Estimates  for  Urban  Family  Budgets,  Spring  1970 

Comparisons  of  Family  Income,  I960;  Bay  Area  Counties 
and  for  Major  Minority  Groups 

Income  in  1959  of  Families,  by  Size  of  Family,  for  the 
State,  Urban  and  Rural,  and  for  Standard  Metropolitan 
Statistical  Areas  of  2^0^00  or  more:  I960 

School  Enrollment  and  Educational  Levels  of  Persons  25 
years  or  older,  I960 

Tourist  Expenditures 

Estimated  Civilian  Snployment  by  Industry,  July  1958-^971 
Leading  Industrial  Companies  in  San  Francisco,  1970 
Housing  in  San  Francisco,  1970 
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Resolution  No.  320-72 


AUTHORIZING  THE  MAYOR  TO  REQUEST  THE  SECRETARY  OF  COMMERCE  TO  DETERMINE  AREAS  OF 
SAN  FRANCISCO  EXIGIBLE  FOR  ECONOMIC  ASSISTANCE  AND  REQUESHNG  THE  MAYOR  TO  ADVISE 
THE  BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS  IF  EUGIKTIITY  IS  GRANTED. 

WHEREAS,  the  Public  Works  and  Economic  Development  Act  of  1965  provides 
assistance  for  regions,  counties  or  ccmmunities  which  are  suffering  substantial 
underemployment  and  unemployment,  and 

WHEREAS,  Said  assistance  includes  grants  for  public  works  and  development 
facilities  to  communities,  industries,  enterprises,  and  individuals  in  areas 
needing  development,  and 

WHEREiAS,  Title  I of  said  Act  provides  for  assistance  to  areas  which  have 
experienced  substantial  unemployment,  and 

li/HEREAS,  There  is  evidence  that  a high  rate  of  unemployment  and  under- 
employment exists  in  parts  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  the  ex- 
tent that  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  may  be  eligible  for  assistance 
under  Title  I and 

WHEREAS,  The  facts  concerning  the  unemployment  situation  of  San  Francisco 
would  be  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  Labor  if  requested  to  do  so  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  Commerce,  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED  That  the  Board  of  Supervisors  authorizes  the  Mayor  to  request 
the  Secretary  of  Ccmmerce  to  determine  if  areas  of  San  Francisco  are  eligible 
for  economic  assistance  under  Title  I of  the  Public  Works  and  Economic  Develop>- 
ment  Act  of  1965;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Mayor  shall  advise  and  inform  the  Board  of 
S\;pervisors  of  the  response  of  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  and  shall  further 
advise  the  Board,  if  eligibility  is  granted,  of  the  conditions,  restrictions, 
obligations  or  other  provisions  necessary  for  obtaining  economic  assistance. 


Adopted  - Board  of  Supervisors 

San  Francisco,  June  12,  1972 


APPROVED  - Joseph  L.  Alioto,  Mayor 
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Regional  Highway  System 

Existing  and  Committed 


Map  from;  Transportation; 


San  lose 


January,  1971. 
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Arpendix  4 

Minority  Populations  1950-1970 


V 


1950  Census 


i960  Census 


Draft  Copy  4-25-72 
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Appendix  4,  cont. 


RACIAL 

GROUP  TOTAL  PERCCMT  MALE  PEMALE 


TOTAL 
WHITE 
BLACK 
JAPANE  SE 
CHINESE 
FILIPINO 
ANERICAN 
INDIAN 
HAWAIIAN 
KOREAN 
OTHER 


715»A7«  lOO.O  3A5,AB0 

511.18*  71.4  2*4,10* 

9*. 0TB  13.4  4*. 7*7 

11,705  1.*  9,144 

98,69*  8.2  30,084 

24,694  3.9  12,938 


2,900 

1,078 

1,21* 

8,121 


•A  1,453 

•2  999 

•2  918 


3*9,994 

2*7,080 

49,311 

*,9*1 

28,612 

11,79* 


1.447 

919 

698 

4,010 


1970  Census 

(A  Special  1970  Census  Count  records 
a total  of  101,901  individuals  in  San 
Francisco  who  speak  Spanish  as  their 
mother  tongue  or  who  have  a Spanish 
surname. ) 


Immigration  of  foreign-born  into  San  Francisco  for  1970 


Kexico 

321 

Dominican  Republic 

2 

Philippines 

3,693 

United  Kingdom 

150 

Italy 

146 

China 

2,165 

Greece 

133 

Canada 

130 

Cuba 

44 

Portugal 

28 

India 

322 

Germany 

77 

Jamaica 

24 

Yugoslavia 

45 

Korea 

242 

Haiti 

11 

Trinidad 

18 

all  others 

2,022 

Colombia 

20 

TOTAL 

9.933 

Source : 


Immigration  Bureau,  Department  of  Justice 
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Appendix  5 


Population  According  to  Age 

1970 

( ■ ( / 


AGE  Giroux 

~ui«>C(r  6 ytiHi 

6-9  YEARS 
lO-ll  YEARS 
12-13  YEARS 
14-15  YEARS 
16  AMO  OVER 
16-21  YEARS 
22-45  YEARS 
45  AND  OVER 
55  AMO  OVER 
65  Al«0  OVER 


TOTAt  PERCENT 

51,697  T.2 

>6,636  5.0 

16,170  2.5 

17,662  2.5 

16.137  2.5 

574,150  66.2 

66,917  9.« 

143,303  34.0 

176,905  17.9 

164,267  25.7 

•*•736  13.9 


NHITE  PERCENT 


30,222  5.9 

19,860  3.9 

10,044  2.0 

9,970  2.0 

10,324  2.0 

430,766  64.3 

44,399  6.7 

173,403  33.9 

219,166  42.9 

155,272  30.4 

66,926  17.0 


BLACK  PERCENT 

11,545  12.0 

8,390  8.7 

4,282  4.5 

4,030  4.2 

3,906  4.1 

63,925  66.5 

10,747  11.2 

31,891  33.2 

22,557  23.5 

11,589  12.1 

4,519  4.7 


OTHER 

RACES  PERCENT 

9,930  9.2 

7,388  6.8 

3,844  3.5 

3r682  1.6 

3,907  3.6 

79,499  73.3 

13,771  12.7 

38,009  35.1 

29,162  26.9 

17,406  16.1 

8,293  7.6 


HUNAN  RESOURCES  OE VELOPNMT*^' 

research  and  STATISTICS 

1970  CENSUS  DATA  FOR  CALIFORNIA 
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h-2S-'r. 


AGE  AND  SEX  OF  THE  POPULATION 

SAN  FRANCISCO 


65  AND  OVER 


45-64 


20-24 


UNDER  5 


PERCENT  OF  POPULATION 


65  AND  OVER  3.2 


45-64  9.8 


35-44  I 5.9 


UNDER  5 4 2 


PERCENT  OF  POPULATION 


THE  REST  OF  THE  BAY  AREA 


MALE 

FEMALE 

1 . . 

! : ...... 

j 

, [ 

1 , j 

! j 

1 

1 

FIGURE  4 


Department  of  City  Planning 
Source:  "®an  rrancisco  1970  Census  Summary  & Analysis"  1972 
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U-25-72 


Labor  Force  Characteristics  (Selected  Lov;  Income  Areas) 


Source:  DbC: 


rcfiles  of  Selected  Low  Income  Areas” 

Fall,  1970  from  a 1/o  sample  of  the 
population . 


Appendix  8 

Labor  Force  Characteristics  of  the  Population,  I960 


P - 3,  P - 198 


Labor  Force 


6-1 2-72 
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UNJMPL07MENT  IN  SAN  FRANCISCO 


San  Francisco  (City  8c.  County) 
Five-County  San  Francisco  Bay  Area 
California 
U.  S.  A. 


Unemployment 

Rates  * 

December  1970 

December  1971 

6.?^  * 

6.ia  * 

6.0^ 

7.2% 

0.1^ 

6.l>i 

San  Francisco’s  central  and  eastern  areas  have  a much  higher  propox’tion  of 
minority  group  persons  than  is  true  of  the  white  subiirbs  of  Marin,  or  V/alnut 
Creek,  or  Burlingame.  The  City  (as  a vjhole)  has  a high  proportion  of  older 
persons  and  of  the  very  poor;  our  young  people  are  disproportionately  from 
the  minority  groups,  and  substantially  more  subject  to  unemployment. 

An  accumulation  of  long-term  problems  contributes  to  this  unemployment  rate: 

Manufacturing  and  industrial  employment  have  been 
declining  over  a long  period,  ^nd  recently  whole- 
sale and  retail  trade  have  declined,  as  well; 

VJhile  \diite- collar  engsloyment  keeps  rising. well- 
qualified  commuters  from  outside  San  Francisco 
fill  a substantial  proportion  of  those  jobs;  the 
completion  of  BART  >rill  aggravate  this  problem; 

Returning  Vietnam  Veterans  are  finding  it  diffi- 
cult to  find  work;  their  unemployment  rate  ex- 
ceeds that  of  non- veterans  in  tne  same  age  group. 

There  has  been  a long  series  of  businesses  and  government  activities  closed  down, 
or  relocated  outside  of  the  city,  including: 

The  Radiology  Laboratory  at  Hunters  Point  Naval  Shipyard 
White  House  Depai’traent  Store 
Weinstein  & Company 

The  Downtown  Breuner's  Heme  Furnishings  Store 
J.  C.  Penney  Company 
H,  Liebes 

Frank  Neman  (Stonestown) 

Siimons  Mattress  Company 
American  Can  Company 
Meat  Processors 
Schillings 
Atlas  Elevator 
G,  E.  Repair  Shops 
Harris  8c  Frank 

Unemployment  rates  for  3MSA,  California  and  U.S,  are  seasonally-adjusted  rates; 
for  San  Francisco  are  non-adjusted  rates. 
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Appendix  9,  cent. 


Cost  of  living  infonnation  released  by  the  Department  of  Labor  for 
the  fall  of  1971  shows  that  of  all  mainland  cities  studied  in 
major  labor  market  ai’eas  of  the  United  States,  the  San  Francisco- 
Calcland  cost  of  living  is  the  highest  for  a faraily  of  four  on  a 
"lower  standard  of  living"  (a  modest  level  a little  above  the 
poverty  level).  At  middle  and  higher  level  livi.ng  standards, 
costs  here  are  among  the  highest  in  the  nation.  These  cost  levels 
nalce  unemploj.'ment  even  more  serious  to  persons  out  of  work. 


April  28,  1972 

I-Ianpovrer  Planning  k Resea^’ch  Uni 


Appendix  9,  cent 


Budget  cuts  ai-e  reducing  employment  at; 

State  Institutions 

Federal  Institutions  (including  the  Navy  Yard  and  Presidio) 

City  Institutions 

San  Francisco's  problem  is  partly  quantitative,  as  these  notes  shov;. 

Many  of  the  City's  enployment  problems  are  similai'  to  those  of  other  communities: 

Lack  of  adequate  vocational  preparation  to  qualify  persons  for 
existing  jobs; 

Inadequate  educational  preparation,  even  for  high  school  graduates; 

Police  records; 

Discrimination,  overt  and  covei-t,  idth  respect  to  race,  religion, 
sex  or  age; 

Lack  of  child  care:  not  enough  child  care  centers;  no  infant-care 
centers;  no  child  care  services  for  exceptional  children,  o.  for 
those  temporarily  ill;  no  child  care  centers  available  for  rd  Jiu 
or  sv;ing  shift  workers  or  for  those  whose  jobs  include  week-end 
work; 

Alienation  of  growing  numbers  of  young  people  from  school  systems 
and  from  Institutional  Training; 

Drug  Abuse  and  alcoholism; 

Flight  to  the  suburbs  of  the  middle- inc one  families  seeking  either 
suburban  living  ci'  escape  from  tne  problems  of  the  Central  City. 

San  Francisco  has  some  unique  pceblems,  for  example: 

A Central  City  population  made  up  of  elderly  low-income  single 
persons  and  of  newly-arrived  and  local,  young  people,  generally 
Caucasian,  of  vjhom  a large  share  are  socially  alienated; 

A lai’ge  proportion  of  persons,  Chinese,  Filipino  and  Spanish- 

speakin^,  who  speak  too  little  English  to  get  out  of  their  neigh- 
box’hood  for  work,  are  employed  at  very  low  wages  under  substandard 
conditions  by  their  fellow- country  people; 

Many  nev/comers  are  well-prepared  for  employment  but  others  lack 
basic  vocational  skills  or  required  licenses; 

VJe  also  have  a lot  of  misinformation  among  the  middle-class  citi- 
zenry, such  as  "Chinatown  always  takes  care  of  its  ov/n."  These 
beliefs  make  it  hard  to  mount  effective  programs. 

We  have  incomplete  data  about  immigration.  We  probably  have  a 1970 
undercount  in  Chinatown  and  among  Spanish- speaking  persons,  and 
population  predictions  made  by  those  communities  vxere  not  reached 
in  the  1970  Census.  Our  Filipino  population,  as  yet  generally  un- 
recognized as  a special  problem  group,  is  growing  very  rapidly, 
and  needs  attention  in  matters  of  manpov/er. 
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PURCHASING  POWER  OF  THE  DOLLAR 


IHr  '• 
I9--  ■ 


I9be 


13G0 

1963 

I96'l 

1966 

1966 

1967 
1468 

1969 

1970 


US 

Wliolesale  U.S. 

Price  Index  Consumer 

All  Puce  Index* 

Commodities  All  Items 
1967=100  1967=100 


U.S. 

Purchasing 
Power  01  The 
Consumer 
Dollar 


San  Francisco 
Oakland 
Consumer 
Price  Index* 
All  Items 
I967MOO 


San  Francisco 
Oakland 
Purchasing 
Power  01  The 


39  8 

40  5 
46  1 
610 
53? 
53  6 
546 
62  5 
70  -I 
82  8 
78/ 

91  1 
88  6 
87  4 
87  6 
87  8 
90  7 

93  3 

94  6 

94.9 
94  6 
94  8 
94  5 
94  7 
96  6 
99  8 
100  0 
102  5 
106  5 
1104 


41  6 
42.0 
44  I 

48.8 

51  8 

52  7 
539 

53  5 

66 .9 
72  1 


'78 

79  5 

80  1 

80  5 
80  2 

81  4 
84  3 
80.6 
87  3 
38  7 

ago 
80 1) 
4l  7 
92  9 
94  5 
97  2 
1900 

109  8 
116  3 


$2  40 
2 38 
2 27 
2.05 
1 93 
I 90 
1.86 
1/1 
I 49 
I 39 
1.40 
1.39 
1 29 
I 26 
1 25 
1 24 
125 
1 23 
I 19 
1 15 
1 15 
I 13 
1 12 
I 10 
1 09 
I 08 
lOG 
1.03 
100 
96 
.91 


38  8 $2  58 

38  9 2 57 

41  1 2 43 

46  1 2 1 7 

49.1  2.04 

50.3  199 

517  1.93 

55  8 1 79 

63  3 1 58 

67  7 1 4B 

67  6 1 48 

67  6 1 48 

73  1 137 

75  7 1 32 

77  0 1.30 

77  1 1 30 

76  6 1 31 

78  4 1 28 

81.5  I 23 

34.5  1.18 

86  1 1 16 

87  8 114 

88  9 1 12 

90.3  I 1 1 

915  109 

92  9 1 08 

94  7 I 06 

97.1  1.03 

100.0  1.00 

104.5  96 

1102  91 

1158  66 


Byrenii  of  LhIiu-  ■ i.j;  =.  tr  ' 
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THE  CONSUMER  PRICE  INDEX* 

OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  BAY  AREA 

(1967  = lOOlt 


Year 


Apparel  Health  & 

Housing  & Upkeep  Transportatipn  Recreation 


1947 

1948  . 

1949 

1950 

1951 

1952  . 

1953  . . 

1954  . . 

1955 

1956 

1957 

1958 

1959 

1960 

1961 

1962 

1963 

1964 

1965 

1966 

1967 

1968 

1969 

1970  . 


633  68.7 

67  7 74  5 

67.6  72  6 

676  726 

73  1 80.5 

75  7 82  4 

77.0  81.7 

77.1  82.0 

76  6 81  3 

78  4 82.0 

81  5 84  7 

84  5 88  6 

86  1 88  2 

87  8 89  5 

88.9  90  7 

90  3 91.9 

915  93.1 

929  93.9 

94  7 96  1 

97  1 99.6 

100  0 100.0 

104.5  103.2 

110.2  107  9 

115.8  112.5 


6li  ’ N A 

64  0 N A. 

1,4  ; N A. 

65  8 N A 

70  4 N A. 

72  0 81  I 

74  0 hi  1 

74  3 80  1 

73  6 80  4 

76  2 82  1 

79  2 84  0 

81  5 846 

83  5 85  5 

86.0  87  8 

87  3 89  1 

88  5 90  3 

90  2 91  2 

91  9 92  2 

94  1 93  6 

96  8 96.0 

100.0  100  0 

105.5  1057 

113  4 110  8 

1219  114  1 


49.9  NA 

54  9 NA 

59.1  N A 

59.2  N A 

63  4 N A 

72.2  70  7 

78  1 716 

77.7  72  3 

76.3  72  7 

77  4 74  8 

82  4 78  3 

88  1 815 

90  6 83  5 

90  1 86  3 

90  8 87  5 

92  5 89  4 

93  5 90.8 

95.9  90  2 

96  6 93  6 

97  4 95  9 

100.0  WOO 

102  8 105  2 

1074  108  8 

1118  1132 


N A =Noi  Available 
and  clerical  worker  taniilies 


measures  the  average  change  in  the  prices  0l  goods  and  serv  i es  purchased  by  urban  wage  earner 


were  caiculated  on  the  basis  ot  l',»67=100  index  data  tor  the 
00  have  been  ret.omputed  on  me  new  1967  base  to  y-e'd  a 


Source:  Security  Pacific  National 
Sank : 

"San  Francisco  Bay  Area 
Report,"  1971 


Source  Bureau  of  Laoor  Statistics.  U S Department  of  Labor 
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COST  ESTIMATES  FOR  URBAN  FAMILY  BUDGETS* 
SPRING  1970 


Mettopolilan  Aiea 


Hi.s'iiii,  Massdchuseils 

N..V;  U'-k  Noitl>easi  New  Jersey  . 

Piriiaoeliinia,  Pennsylvania-New  Jersey 

1 tiii-agn.  Illniois-Nodhwesl  Indiana 

Oi-'ioil  MiL'hiqan 

Si  I Dins.  Missouri  Illinois 

Hallimore,  Maryland 

Washingion,  0 C Maryland-Viiainia 

Haterslield.  Calilornia 

Oenvei  Colorado  

Lus  Angeles-Long  Beach,  California  . 
San  Oiego.  California 
^San  fiancisco  Oakland.  California 
Seai'le  tverefi,  Washington  , 

Anchorage.  Alaska 
lliliarr  Uniied  Slates 


Cost  of  Family  Coniumption 


poflation* 


Clothing 
& Ptrional 
Caro 


Madical  Family 

Care  Consumption 


Total 


$1,633 

1,3B3 

1,280 

1.529 

1,313 

1,397 

1.490 

1,282 


1,878 

1,835 

1,890 

1.847 

1.948 

2,044 

2,278 

2,314 


$ 505  $ 825 

433  811 

467  790 

518  834 

493  823 

527  805 

501  809 

485  765 

509  778 

505  830 

502  892 

512  881 

494  857 

519  892 

512  907 

556  858 

868  958 


$ 556  S 373  $ 5.891 

598  37/  5,693 

547  356  5.465 

591  370  5.819 

556  353  5.510 

528  349  5.580 

576  351  5.533 

600  344  5,261 

571  371  5.723 

649  323  5,520 

546  338  5,386 

708  349  5,957 

662  341  5.703 

635  3li1  6.084 

629  3f,2  6.1. ’9 

589  3'!.  6,65? 

884  3.'  8.280 


Social 

Saculily 

Olhat  h OisaOihiy 
Colli*  Iniuianca 


$ :iM  $ .33b 
34  7 3M 

341  HH 

351  149 

34?  ;i.)2 

344  3.35 

343  337 

335  311 

348  347 

34?  401 

338  371 

356  434 

34H  41b 

359  143 

261  fiJ. 

376  '74 

4?4  11/ 


5 7/1  t 7 351 
779  7 M3 

814  = 

754  7 77) 

747  r-ujl 

7?fl  f.j.8’ 

m',  7.018 

574  6 481 

874  7 ?4? 

647  h9li| 

65,’  5 657 

760  ' 507 

699  7 16b 

Hiir)  7h88 

7/4  7 630 

! 19‘.  8 59/ 

Ihbl  10.7H3 


$1,905 


$ 505  $ 807 


$ 56?  $ 34’  $ 5.553 


$ 343 


$ .’19  $ 1.  960 


InlermediBie  Budget 


Boston.  Massachusetts 

New  Voik  Nnriheasi  New  .leisey  , 

Chicago.  lllinois  Noiihwesi  Indiana 
Detroit.  Michigan . 

Si  Louis,  Missouii-lllinois  . 
Saliiniore,  Maryland  . 

Houston,  Texas 

Washington,  D C Maryland  Virginia 
Bakersfield,  California 
Denver,  Colorado  . ... 

Los  Angeles  Long  Beach,  California 

San  Diego,  California 

.^San  Francisco-Oakland,  California 
Sealtle-Gveietl,  Washington  . 
Hnnololo.  Hawaii 
Anchnnige,  Alaska 


$2,653  $3,120 

2,792  3,071 

2,653  2,448 

2,482  2,774 

2,507  2,354 

2,513  2,399 

2,394  2,231 

2.311  2,026 

2,489  2,547 

2,331  2,12/ 

2.298  2,346 

2,373  2,476 

2.298  2,397 

2,461  2,813 

2,575  2,590 

2,855  3,064 

2,833  3.992 


$ 937  SI  166 
865  1.151 

879  1.115 

961  1,175 

906  1,16? 

939  1.131 

923  1,156 

947  1,084 

955  1,120 

942  1,128 

932  1,227 

902  1,207 

909  1.173 

957  1.228 

948  1.239 

1.057  1.171 

1,163  1.347 


$ 662 
600 
550 
592 
560 
533 
579 
603 
5/4 
651 
550 
710 
fr67 
640 
63? 
594 


690  $ 9.128  $ 571 

699  9,178  573 

663  8.3(18  543 

671  8,655  555 

648  8,137  53/ 

641  8.156  537 

652  7.935  530 

632  7.603  518 

680  8.365  545 

606  7.785  524 

632  7.965  531 

639  8.307  'el3 

f.39  8.083  535 

66?  8.76  1 55  7 

665  8.649  553 

687  9.428  586 

606  111.826  606 


$ 374  $1904  $l.'iij; 

.T93  1.T9IJ  12  1J4 

3/8  11.46  10  875 

3'4  1 536  11.120 

374  1 ‘AD  10,588 

174  I. .179  1054b 

174  1.741  10.580 

174  1,150  9 645 

3M  I 763  11  047 

44“  1 :'H3  101140 

.’71  I 4 II.  in  120 

448  I.17,'  !l'’?.i 

418  I 41,' I ini'j/ 

4 IK  lnl3  11.381 

371  1134  11.012 

1/4  .;.fi;  i7  7«; 

4'’  ••h6  14  535 


Urban  United  States 


$2,452  $2,501 


$ 912  $1,137  $ 564 


$ H 205  S 539  $ 


$10  604 


Bosion,  Massachusetts 
New  York-Northeast  New  Jersey 
Philadelphia.  Pennsylyania-New  Jersey 
Chicago,  Illinois-Northwest  Indiana  . 
Detroit.  Michigan  . 

St  Louis.  Missouii-IIIioois  . . 

Houston,  Texas 

Washington.  D C -Maryland-Virginia 
Bakersfield,  Califoinia 

Denver.  Colorado  

Los  Angeles  Long  Beach,  California  . , 

San  Diego,  California 

_San  Francisco-Oakland,  California. 
Seallle-Everett,  Washington  . 

Honolulu,  Hawaii . 

Anchorage.  Alaska 


$4,761 

4,761 

3.743 

4.013 

3,663 

3.477 

3,359 

3.127 

3,753 

3,185 


3,818 

4,129 

3,871 

4.776 

5,575 


$1,308 

1,294 

1.252 


,134 

.208 

.161 

.199 

.253 

.174 

.143 

.184 


.231 

.146 

.407 

,374 


$1  710 
1,699 
1,629 
1,701 
1,677 
1 637 
1,719 
1,594 
1,661 
1.597 
1 735 
1,716 
1,653 
1,746 
1,742 
1.658 
1,896 


$ 588 
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574 
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588 
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1,064 
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11.923 

11.329 

11.167 

11.023 

10.556 
11.516 

10.557 
11.004 
11.704 
11.267 
12.064 
11.786 
13.295 


$ 976 
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894 
88/ 
864 
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864 
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939 

975 

1.001 


$ 3'.1 
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3 '4 
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ijh;;  $i7M9 
4 0/6  18.545 
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3 3'.I6  15  59f 

123  13917 

'.323  16  125 

.’414  14.2H3 

2 741  15  005 
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3.0/5  16.526 

2.541  151.26 

4.641  19.311 

4.559  .’or  I 


Urban  United  Slates  .... 


L'  S Det'anmeni  of  Labor.  Bureau  o 


$ 387  yH75  SI5nll 


Source: 


Security  Pacific  National  Bank 
"San  Francisco  Bay  Area  Report,"  1971 
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Data  from  USDL  72-2hO,  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  report  of  Urban  family  Budgets 
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COMPARISONS  OF  FAl-lILY  INCOME,  I960  CENSUS 


Characteristics  of  the  nonwhite  popiilation  for  census  tracts  ^oth  4O0  or  rore 
such  persons,  I96O  (based  on  2'j/o  sample) 


Charac  eristics  of  the  white  population  with  Spanish  surname,  for  census  tracts 
with  400  or  more  such  persons,  I96O  (based  on  25;^  sample) 


ALL  families  . 


t INCOME  IN  1959 


UNDER  SI (000 


MEDIAN  JNCOMEi 


*1  677  I 
1 333 


B ■ '^'  =!?!■  ■'  “*  ' if  r.  ’ « 

■.'.  -«$,„  l«^.^/r^:vwu£:5;,^• 

.'./  ''SS^'twi  .y!i#is»;t;:':^:r«;a:8ap5 

si  ;i air r 


il  , Jitivtlii'iiils 


■'  xV *>■'■■: 


'i  ’I'  ii>>¥  .V 

^ jj  02^^x  virt»4**  ♦*jo/^ 'r^^oWM 


P>i.-„ 


Vt 


lifiyitiPJIli 

' tllMI  .4**^  * 


California 


‘ppendix  I3 


•le  141.— INCOME  IN  1959  OF  FAMILIES,  IIY  SIZE  Ol'  l AMILY,  FOR  THE  STA  TI:,  UKHAN 
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Table  l il.— INCOME  IN  1959  OF  FAMILIES,  BY  SIZE  OF  FAMILY.  FOR  THE  STATI  , URBAN  ANO  Rl'RAL,  AND  FOR  STANOARD 
METROPOLITAN  STATISTICAL  AREAS  OF  250, (XX1  OR  MORE;  i960— C:<)n. 
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SCHOOL  ENROLIMENT  AND  EDUCAHONAL  LEVELS  OF 
PERSONS  25  IffiARS  OR  OLDER,  I960  CEKSUS 
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TOURISM  IN  SAN  FRANCISCO  Aprpendix  15 


Convention  Tourist  Total 


Year 

Visitors 

Expenditures* 

Visitors 

Expenditures* 

Visitors 

Expenditures* 

1960  

294,372 

$ 37,575 

1,232,613 

$ 52,879 

1,526,985 

S 90,454 

1961 

367,258 

47,829 

1,268,286 

54,954 

1,635,544 

102,783 

1962  

385,161 

51,372 

1,394,926 

60,443 

1,780,087 

111,815 

1963  

498,546 

52,370 

1,501,690 

65,067 

2,000,236 

117,437 

1964  

428,723 

68,169 

1,690,025 

73,227 

2,118,748 

141,396 

1965  

411,045 

76,000 

1,932,025 

102,000 

2,343,070 

178,000 

1966  

509,045 

96,720 

1,984,945 

104,755 

2,493,990 

201.475 

1967  

514,876 

112,803 

2,113,250 

121,534 

2,628,126 

234,337 

1968  

527,000 

115,740 

2,222,163 

127,732 

2,749,163 

243.472 

1969  

463,000 

101,438 

2,066,621 

107,454 

2,529,621 

208,892 

•Expenditures  in  thousands  of  dollars. 

Source  San  Francisco  Visitors  and  Convention  Bureau. 
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DISTRIBUTION  OF  TOURIST  EXPENDITURES 
IN  SAN  FRANCISCO  - 1969 


Convention 


Tourist 


Convention  and  Tourist 


Use 

Hotels  and  Motels 

Restaurants 

Beverages 

RetailStores 

Transportation  and 

Sightseeing 

Recreation  and  Night  Clubs  . . 

Gas  and  Oil 

Personal  Services 

Total  Expenditures 


%of 


Expenditure* 

Expenditure 

$ 35,909 

35.4 

27,287 

26.9 

4,463 

4.4 

15,520 

15.3 

6,796 

6.7 

5,884 

5.8 

1,826 

1.8 

3,753 

3.7 

$101,438 

100.0 

%of 


Expenditure* 

Expenditure 

S 25,252 

23.5 

29,120 

27.1 

5,373 

5.0 

20,309 

189 

5,588 

5.2 

9,778 

9.1 

6,125 

5.7 

5,910 

5.5 

$107,454 

100.0 

Total 

% of  Total 

Expenditures* 

Expenditures 

$ 61,161 

293 

56,407 

27.0 

9,836 

4.7 

35,829 

172 

12,384 

59 

15,662 

7.5 

7,951 

3.8 

9,663 

46 

$208,893 

100.0 

•Expenditures  in  thousands  of  dollars 


Source:  San  Francisco  Visitors  and  Convention  Bureau. 
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LEADING  INDUSTRIAL  COMPANIES  IN  SAN  FRANCISCO,  1970 


INDUSTRIAL  FIRMS 

Sales 

Employees* 

Standard  Oil  Company  of  California 

$ ir, 389, 882,000 

46,630 

Foremost-McKesson,  Inc. 

1 ,9U1 ,002,000 

16,700 

Crown  Zellerbach  Corporation 

919,282,000 

28,000 

Del  Monte  Corporation 

662,228,000 

20-  63,000 

Di  Giorgio  Corporation 

361 ,80ir,000 

6,000 

Potlatch  Fox’est  Products  Corporation 

337,127,812 

11,945 

Fibreboard  Corporation 

181  ,820,000 

5,800 

American  For’est  Products  Corporation 

166,953,888 

4,100 

Pacific  Vegetable  Oil  Corporation 

81,237,055 

500 

Karacorp  Industries,  Inc. 

73,393,587 

4,000 

Utah  Construction  and  Mining  Company 

68,949,250 

1 ,800 

American  Building  Maintenance  Industries  6U,072,ir80 

1 2,000 

FINANCIAL  INSTITUTIONS 

1 Assets 

Employees 

Bank  of  American  National  Trust  and 
Savings  Association 

$ 25,255,404,000 

33,000 

Wells  Fargo  Bank 

5,700,838,676 

9,700 

Crocker-Citizens  National  Bank 

5,320,242,482 

9,275 

Bank  of  California  National 
Association 

1 ,830,131  ,000 

3,846 

Bank  of  Tokyo  of  California 

288,264,845 

397 

Hibernia  Bank 

288,044,743 

413 

Sumitomo  Bank  of  California 

251 ,882,401 

306 

Citizens  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Association 

453,113,966 

not  available 

^Employees  are  not  necessarily  employed  in  San  Francisco;  these  are  firms 
headquartered  here. 
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OTHER  FINANCE-RELATED 
The  Morris  Plan  of  California 
ISI  Trust  Fund 

HOLDING  COMPANIES 
BankAmerica  Corporation 
VJells  Fargo  and  Company 
Crocker  National  Corporation 
Transamerica  Coi’poration 

TRANSPORTA IIQN  FIRMS 
Southern  Pacific  Company 
Consolidated  Freightways,  Inc. 
American  President  Lines,  Ltd. 

INSURANCE  FIRMS 

West  Coast  Life  Insurance  Company 
Firemen's  Fund  American  Insurance  Co. 
Industrial  Indemnity 

UTILETY  CORPORATIONS 
Pacific  Telephone  & Telegraph  Company 
Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company 
Pacific  Gas  Transmission  Company 
California-Pacific  Utilities  Company 


Assets 

Employees 

151,553,526 

700 

760,370,883 

not  available 

25,573,116,000 

33,000 

5,935,i69,U26 

9,700 

5,506,630,0U9 

9,350 

3, 50ti, 187,000 

23,000 

Revenues 

1,055,301,721 

50,000 

ii50,557,000 

17,117 

125,577,150 

3,500 

Assets 

126,680,815 

322 

1 ,591,000,000 

10,500 

118,201,613 

1,311 

1 ,910,189,000 

95,128 

1,051,311,000 

22,930 

71,601  ,000 

100 

21,790,737, 

572 

Source:  1970  Los  Angeles  Times  Poster  of  California's  Leading  Companies 
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HOUSING  IN  SAN  FRANCISCO,  1970 


The  following  statenents  are  taken  from  San  Francisco  1970  Census  Summry  and 
Findings  prepared  by  the  San  Francisco  Department  of  City  Planning.  The  full 
statement  on  housing.  Pages  ^2-59 ^ should  be  consulted  for  anything  more  than 
an  indication  of  the  facts  on  housing. 

"San  Francisco  occupies  a unique  position  in  the  region,  and  its 
stock  of  housing  reflects  both  that  uniqueness  and  certain  pro- 
blems associated  with  being  an  older  city  and  one  having  a popu- 
lation atypical  of  the  Bay  Area." 

"Of  all  the  housing  units  in  the  Bay  Area  wliich  must  share  a flush 
toilet,  San  Francisco  contains  66.2  percent  or  two-thii-ds.  Yet 
San  Francisco's  share  of  all  Bay  Area  housing  units  is  19.1  per- 
cent, or  about  one-fifth." 

"A  much  greater  percentage  of  San  Francisco's  stock  consists  of  one 
and  two  room  units"  (than  is  generally  true  of  the  Bay  Area)  and 
"a  much  smaller  percentage  of  six  or  more  room  units." 

"San  Francisco  has  a larger  share  of  both  the  low  rent  (under  $79) 
and  high  rent  (over  $300)  units  in  the  Bay  Area.  Value  shows  a 
sharper  inclination  to  higher  cost  units  for  San  Fi-ancisco  than 
for  the  Bay  Area." 

"Obtaining  either  rental  housing  in  the  middle  ranges  or  lower 
priced  homes  has  been  difficult  in  the  local  housing  market." 

"li^hile  no  direct  evaluation  of  housing  conditions  vri.ll  be  made, 
the  following  information  is  available  from  the  First  Count: 
the  presence  or  absence  of  plumbing  facilities,  or  a toilet  for 
the  exclusive  use  of  the  occupants  of  the  housing  unit,  and  of 
complete  kitchen  facilities  for  the  sole  use  of  the  occupants. 
Although  the  meaning  of  the  term  'flush  toilet'  may  be  assumed 
to  be  obvious,  both  'plumbing'  and  'kitchen  facilities'  require 
explanation.  Complete  plumbing  facilities  include:  piped  hot 
and  cold  water  inside  tne  structure,  flush  toilet  and  bathtub 
or  shower  inside  the  structure  for  use  only  by  the  occupants  of 
the  unit.  Kitchen  facilities  consist  of:  a sink  vrith  piped 
water,  a range  or  cook  stove  (excluding  portable  cooking  equip- 
ment) ^ and  a refrigerator  (excluding  ice  boxes).  In  the  material 
presented,  flush  toilets  have  been  included,  although  they  are 
part  of  the  universe  incorporated  in  the  definition  of  plumbing 
facilities." 

"Units  lacking  complete  kitchen  facilities  account  for  a little 
more  than  nine  percent  of  the  City's  housing." 
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"Units  lacking  a flush  toilet  for  their  exclusive  use,  about  6.7 
percent  of  the  City’s  stock,  comprise  about  two-thirds  of  the 
Bay  Area’s  stock  lacking  this  amenity." 

"The  impression  is  of  a city  with  an  older  housing  stock,  a good 
many  of  whose  occupants  are  single  or  childless  couples.  Lacking 
in  some  of  the  standard  equipment  of  the  newly  constructed  homes 
of  the  suburbs,  these  deficiencies  may  indicate  other  and  more 
serious  problems  which  will  attract  attention  in  the  coming  decade. 
The  fact  that  it  has  a higher  share  of  lower  rent  housing  units 
than  the  rest  of  the  Bay  Area  suggests  that  it  continues  to  be  a 
principal  housing  resource  fur  the  poor  and  unskilled  nev/comer  to 
the  Bay  Area,  largely  the  ethnic  minorities.  That  the  middle  range 
of  rental  units  is  "under-represented"  says  that  housing  choice  for 
the  middle  income  group  is  limited  and  that  they  ^Jill  have  to  seek 
housing  elsewhere . The  values  of  owner- occupied  housing  tend  also 
to  support  that  view.  The  high  incidence  of  smaller  units  (units 
having  fewer  rooms)  in  San  Francisco,  by  compailson  with  the  Bay 
Area  makes  for  a lower  persons  per  household  figure  for  much  of  the 
population.  However,  to  the  large  families  vdio  must  take  advantage 
of  the  lower  income  housing  resource,  the  large  share  of  the  Bay 
Area’s  overcrowded  units  (1.^1  or  more  persons  per  room)  which  ai-e 
located  in  San  Francisco  may  be  attributed.  In  short,  the  prelimi- 
nary data  point  to  housing  problems  in  San  Francisco  vrtiich  further 
) information  will  illuminate.  " 
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MPOSITION  OF  THE  HOUSING  STOCK;  figure  10 

MBER  OF  ROOMS  PER  UNIT,  1970 


AN  FRANCISCO  THE  REST  OF  THE  BAY  AREA 


UVN  FRANCISCO'S  SHARE  OF  THE  BAY  AREA 


Source:  1970  Census  Summary  and  Analysis,  San  Francisco  Department  of 
City  Planning 
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COMPOSITION  OF  THE  HOUSING  STOCK:  figure  II 

Number  of  persons  per  unit,  i970 


SAN  FRANCISCO  THE  REST  OF  THE  BAY  AREA 


SAN  FRANCISCO'S  SHARE  OF  THE  BAY  AREA 


0 I0  20  30  40  S0  60  70  8C9000 

PEF*CENT  OF  BAY  AREA  HOUSING  UNITS 


Source:  Analjels,  San  Francisco  Department  of 
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OMPOSITION  OF  THE  HOUSING  STOCK:  figure  12 

JMBER  OF  PERSONS  PER  ROOM,  1970 


1.00  OR  LESS  THAN  1.00  PERSONS  PER  ROOM 


. SCO'S  SHARE  OF  THE  BAY  AREA 


PERCENT  OF  UNITS 


I.OI  TO  1.51  PERSONS  PER  ROOM 


.CO'S  SHARE  OF  THE  BAY  AREA 


1.51  OR  MORE  PERSONS  PER  ROOM 


.NCISCO'S  SHARE  OF  THE  BAY  AREA 


icos  Shore  ~ ^ 
:cup.ed  Un.ls  j 


TOTAL  UNITS 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
REST  OF  BAY  AREA 

OWNER  OCCUPIED  UNITS 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
REST  OF  BAY  AREA 

RENTER  OCCUPIED  UNITS 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
REST  OF  BAY  AREA 


>1113  „ PERCENT  OF  UNITS  ^ 

Source:  1970  Department  oi  City  Plannang 
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'ISTRIBUTION  OF  UNITS  BY  VALUE  AND  BY  RENT 


FIGURE  13 


monthly  contract  rent 
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Appendix  18  cont 


MEASURES  OF  HOUSING  CONDITIONS,  1970 
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